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TITLE 5—ADMINISTRATIVE 
PERSONNEL 

Chapter I—Civil Service Commission 

Part 6—Exceptions Prom the 
Competitive Service 

DEPARTMENT OP THE INTERIOR 

Effective upon publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, paragraph (a) (12) o£ 
56.110 is amended as set out below. 

5 6.110 Department of the Interior — 

(a) General. • ♦ • 

(12) Two Staff Assistants, President’s 
Council on Youth Fitness. 

(R. S. 1753. sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403; 5 U. S. C. 
631.633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Wm. C. Hull, 

Executive Assistant. 

|F. R. Doc. 57-4792; Filed, June 12. 1957; 
8:49 a. m.j 


Part 6— Exceptions From the 
Competitive Service 

HOUSING AND HOME FINANCE AGENCY 

Effective upon publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, paragraph (a) (1) of 
5 6.142 is amended as set out below. 

§6.142 Housing and Home Finance 
Agency-— (a) Office of the Administra¬ 
tor. (1) Until July 31, 1959, Executive 
Secretary and Deputy Executive Secre¬ 
tary of the National Committee and the 
Executive Secretary and Deputy Exec¬ 
utive Secretary of each regional sub¬ 
committee established under Title VI 
of the Housing Act of 1954. 

if; s. 1753, see. 2, 22 Stat. 403; 5 U. S. C. 
681. 633) 

United States Civil Serv- 
r ice Commission, 

(seal! Wm. C. Hull, 

Executive Assistant . 

l p R, Doc. 57-4797; Filed, June 12, 1967; 
8:50 a. m.) 


Part 6 —Exceptions From the 
Competitive Service 

department of defense 

Effective upon publication in the Fed- 
REdSTEH, paragraph (a) (19) U 
^ to § 6.304 as set out below. 


§ 6.304 Department of Defense —(a) 
Office of the Secretary. • • • 

(19) Director for Small Business, Of¬ 
fice of the Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(Supply and Logistics). 

(R. S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403; 5 U. S. C. 
631, 633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Wm. C. Hull, 

Executive Assistant. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4794; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:49 a. m.j 


Part 6—Exceptions From the 
Competitive Service 

department of the interior 

Effective updn publication in the Fed¬ 
eral Register, paragraph (i) (3) of 

§ 6.310 is amended as set out below. 

§ 6^10 Department of the Interior. 

• * * 

(i) Bonneville Power Administration. 

* * » 

(3) One Special Assistant to the 
Administrator. 

(R. S. 1753, sec. 2, 22 Stat. 403; 5 U. S. C. 
631, 633) 

United States Civil Serv¬ 
ice Commission, 

[seal] Wm. C. Hull, 

Executive Assistant. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-4793; Filed. June 12, 1957; 
8:49 a. m.j 


TITLE 7—AGRICULTURE 

Chapter IX—Agricultural Marketing 
Service (Marketing Agreements and 
Orders), Department of Agriculture 

Part 936— Fresh Bartlett Pears, Plums, 
and Elberta Peaches Grown in Cali¬ 
fornia 

findings and determinations relative to 
expenses to be incurred and fixing of 

RATES OF ASSESSMENT FOR 1957-58 SEA¬ 
SON 

On May 25, 1957, notice of proposed 
rule making was published in the Federal 
Register (22 F. R. 3707) regarding the 
expenses and the fixing of the rates of 
assessment for the 1957-58 season pur- 
(Continued on p. 4157) 
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Published daily, except Sundays, Mondays, 
and days following official Federal holidays, 
by the Federal Register Division, National 
Archives and Records Service, General Serv¬ 
ices Administration, pursuant to the au¬ 
thority contained in the Federal Register Act. 
approved July 20, 1935 (49 Stat. 500, as 
amended: 44 U. S. C.. ch. 8B), under regula¬ 
tions prescribed by the Administrative Com¬ 
mittee of the Federal Register, approved by 
the President. Distribution is made only by 
the Superintendent of Documents, Govern¬ 
ment Printing Office, Washington 25. D. C. 

The Federal Register will be furnished by 
mall to subscribers, free of postage, for $1.50 
per month or $15.00 per year, payable in 
advance. The charge for individual copies 
(minimum 15 cents) varies in proportion to 
the size of the Issue. Remit check or money 
order, mode payable to the Superintendent 
of Documents, directly to the Government 
Printing Office, Washington 25, D. C. 

The regulatory material appearing herein 
Is keyed to the Code of Federal Regulations, 
which Is published, under 50 titles, pursuant 
to section 11 of the Federal Register Act. as 
amended August 5, 1953. The Code of Fed¬ 
eral Regulations Is sold by the Superin¬ 
tendent of Documents. Prices of books and 
pocket supplements vary. 

There are no restrictions on the re- 
publication of material appearing in the 
Federal Register, or the Code of Federal 
Regulations. 


CFR SUPPLEMENTS 

(As of January 1, 1957) 

The following Supplement* ore now 
available: 

Title 7, Parts 210-899 ($2.00) 
Titles 35, 36, and 37 ($1.00) 
Titles 44 and 45 ($1.00) 

Previously announced: Title 3, 1956 Supp. 
($0.40); Title* 4 and 5 ($1.00); Title 7, 
Part* 1-209 ($1.75), Part* 900-959 
($0.50), Part 960 to end ($1.25); Title 8 
($0.55); Title 9 ($0.70); Title* 10-13 
($1.00); Title 14, Part 400 to end ($1.00); 
Title 16 ($1.50); Title 17 ($0.60); Title 
18 ($0.50); Title 19 ($0.65); Title 20 
($1.00); Title 21 ($0.50); Title* 22 and 
23 ($1.00); Title 24 ($1.00); Title 25 
($1.25); Title 26, Parts 1-79 ($0.35), 
Parts 80-169 ($0.50), Part* 170-182 
($0.35), Part* 183-299 ($0.30), Part 300 
to end, Ch. I, and Title 27 ($1.00); Title 
26 (1954), Part* 170-220 (Rev. 1956) 
($2.25); Titles 28 and 29 ($1.50); Titles 
30 and 31 ($1.50); Title 32, Part* 1-399 
($1.00), Parts 400-699 ($1.25), Parts 
700-799 ($0.50), Parts 800-1099 

($0.55), Part 1100 to end ($0.50); Title 
32A ($2.00); Title 33 ($1.50); Title 39 
($0.50); Titles 40, 41, and 42 ($1.00); 
Title 43 ($0.60); Title 46, Part* 1-145 
($0.65); Title* 47 and 48 ($2.75); Title 
49, Parts 1-70 ($0.65), Parts 91-164 
($0.60), Part 165 to end ($0.70) 

Order from Superintendent of Documents, 
Government Printing Office, Washington 
25, D. C. 
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Chapter X: 
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Proposed rules (2 docu¬ 
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Part 7 (proposed)_ 4166 

Part 8 (proposed)_ 4166 


suant to the marketing agreement, as 
amended, and Order No. 36, as amended 
(7 CFR Part 936), regulating the han¬ 
dling of fresh Bartlett pears, plums, and 
Elberta peaches grown in the State of 
California. This regulatory program is 
effective under the Agricultural Market¬ 
ing Agreement Act of 1937, as amended 
(7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.). After consid¬ 
eration of all relevant matters presented, 
including the proposals which were sub¬ 
mitted by the Control Committee (estab¬ 
lished pursuant to said amended market¬ 
ing agreement and order) and set forth 
in the aforesaid notice, it is hereby found 
and determined that: 

1936.211 Expenses and rates of as- 
sessment for the 1957-58 season —(a) 
Expenses. The expenses likely to be in¬ 
curred by the Control Committee during 
the 1957-58 season beginning March 1, 
1957, and ending February 28, 1958, both 
dates inclusive, for the maintenance and 
functioning of such committee and the 
respective commodity committees, estab¬ 
lished pursuant to the provisions of this 
Part, are as follows: 

(1) Bartlett pears, $23,888.93; 

(2) Early varieties of plums, $18,- 
966.50; 

(3) Late varieties of plums, $20,332.41; 
and 

(4) Elberta peaches, $20,102.16. 

( b) Rates of assessment . The follow¬ 
ing rates of assessment, which each han¬ 
dler shall pay in accordance with the 
applicable provisions of this part, are 
hereby fixed as the respective handler’s 
Pro rata share of the aforesaid expenses: 

8V 2 mills ($0.0085) per standard 
Astern pear box of Bartlett pears, or its 
bivalent in other containers or in bulk; 

'2) 9 mills ($0,009) per standard four- 
uasket crate of early varieties of plums, 
or its equivalent in other containers or in 
bulk; 

( 3> 9 mills ($0,009) per standard four- 
«asket crate of late varieties of plums, or 
^ equivalent in other containers or in 
bulk, and 

J4> 4 mills ($0,004) per California 
box of Elberta peaches, or its 
equivalent in other containers or in 


It Is hereby further found that it is 
impracticable and contrary to the pub¬ 
lic interest to postpone the effective date 
hereof until 30 days after publication in 
the Federal Register <60 Stat. 237; 5 
U. S. C. 1001 et seq.) in that (1) the 
respective rates of assessment are appli¬ 
cable to all fresh Bartlett pears, early 
varieties of plums, late varieties of plums, 
and Elberta peaches shipped during the 
1957-58 season; (2) shipments of plums 
have already commenced and shipments 
of Elberta peaches are expected to begin 
on or about June 22, 1957, with ship¬ 
ments of Bartlett pears following on or 
about July 15. 1957; (3) the provisions 
hereof do not impose any obligation on a 
handler until such handler ships plums, 
Elberta peaches or Bartlett pears; and 
(4) it is essential that the specification of 
the assessment rates be issued immedi¬ 
ately so that the aforesaid assessment 
may be collected and thereby enable the 
said Control Committee and commodity 
committees to perform their duties and 
functions in accordance with said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order. 

Terms used in the amended marketing 
agreement and order shall, when used 
herein, have the same meaning as is 
given to the respective term in said 
amended marketing agreement and 
order. 

(Sec. 5, 49 Stat. 753, as amended; 7 U. S. C. 
608c) 

Dated: June 10,1957. 

1 seal 1 Roy W. Lennartson, 

Deputy Administrator , 
Marketing Services. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4819; Filed, June 12, 1957; 

8:54 a. m.) 


TITLE 47—TELECOMMUNI¬ 
CATION 

Chapter I—Federal Communications 
Commission 

[Docket No. 11965; FCC 57-6051 
[Rules Arndt. 3-76J 

Part 3—Radio Broadcast Services 

TELEVISION BROADCAST STATIONS; PRESQUE 
ISLE, MAINE 

1. The Commission has before it for 
consideration the proposal set forth in 
its Notice of Proposed Rule Making (FCC 
57-307) released on March 28, 1957, and 
published in the Federal Register on 
April 2, 1957 (22 F. R. 2182) proposing 
to assign Channel 10 to Presque Isle, 
Maine, in response to a petition by 
Northeastern Broadcasting Company. * 1 2 3 4 1 

2. Comments were filed by Northeast¬ 
ern Broadcasting Company, Murray 
Carpenter and Associates, and Aroostook 
Broadcasting Corp. 


1 This assignment would require that 
Channel 6 be substituted lor 10 -J- in Ste. 
Anne De La Pocatiere, Quebec, 7-f for 6 at 
Riviere Du Loup, Quebec and 11— for 7 at 
Matane, Quebec. The Canadian authorities 
have indicated that they have no objections 
to the changes necessary in the Canadian 
communities mentioned. 


3. In support of its request petitioner 
urges that the proposal would conform 
to the rules; that it will result in a more 
efficient and equitable assignment of TV 
channels in that it will provide.two com¬ 
petitive VHF channels for Presque Isle: 
that it would foster competition between 
television stations and would provide a 
second VHF channel to serve the needs 
and interests of Presque Isle and its en¬ 
virons. Murray Carpenter and Asso¬ 
ciates support the assignment as pro¬ 
posed since it would provide two com¬ 
petitive VHF channels to serve the needs 
of this important and growing city. 

4. Aroostook Broadcasting Corpora¬ 
tion, in opposition to the proposal to as¬ 
sign Channel 10 to Presque Isle, submits 
that it is the permittee of Station 
WAGM-TV operating on Channel 8 in 
Presque Isle and urges that petitioner 
has not shown that the proposal would 
permit a more efficient use of the spec¬ 
trum. It contends that the present 
assignments of Channels 8 and 19 serve 
the public interest and suggests that the 
assignment of Channel 10 to Madawaska, 
Maine, a community about 50 miles 
north of Presque Isle and presently with¬ 
out any assignment, would be a more 
equitable and efficient use of available 
frequencies since the area does not have 
any service whereas the public in Presque 
Isle is receiving service from WAGM-TV. 
It states that an application will be filed 
in the event the assignment to Mada¬ 
waska is made; that such an assignment 
would conform to the rules; and that 
an area encompassing a population of 
approximately 20,000 persons w r ould be 
served thereby. 

5. Presque Isle Is a community of 
9,954 persons located in the northeastern 
section of the State of Maine. Mada¬ 
waska is a small unincorporated com¬ 
munity with a population of 2,975 per¬ 
sons located about 50 miles north of 
Presque Isle, near the Canadian border. 
The proposal of Northeastern would add 
Channel 10 to Presque Isle as a second 
VHF assignment. Aroostook has sug¬ 
gested that Channel 10 be assigned to 
Madaw’aska. After reviewing all the 
comments filed in this proceeding we are 
of the view that the assignment of Chan¬ 
nel 10 to Presque Isle is to be preferred 
to its assignment to Madawaska. 
Presque Isle is the larger community and 
we believe the assignment of Channel 
10 here would effect a fair and equitable 
distribution of available facilities. Since 
there is only one station In operation in 
the area, this assignment would further 
our objective of improving the opportun¬ 
ity for competition among a greater 
number of stations. Moreover, in view of 
the rather small distance between the 
two communities, a station in Presque 
Isle on Channel 10 would provide service 
to Madawaska, the quality of which 
would of course depend on the power, 
antenna height, and location selected 
by an applicant for the channel. 

6. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment proposed herein is contained 
in sections 1, 4 (i) and (j), 301, 303 (c), 
(d), (f), and (r) and 307 (b) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amend¬ 
ed, and section 4 of the Administrative 
Procedure Act. 
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7. In view of the foregoing: It is 
ordered , That effective July 12, 1957, the 
Table of Assignments contained in 
§ 3.606 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, is amended, insofar as the 
community named is concerned, to read 
as follows: 

City Channel No. 

Presque Isle. Maine----— 8, 10+. 1® 

(Sec. 4. 48 Stat. 1066, as amended: 47 U. S. C. 
154. Interprets or applies sec. 1. 47 Stat. 189, 
secs. 301. 303. 307. 48 Stat. 1081, 1082, 1083; 
47 U. S. C. 1. 301. 303. 307) 

Adopted: June 6,1957. 

Released: June 10,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4801: Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.J 


(Docket No. 11969; FCC 57-607] 

[Rules Amdt. 3-77] 

Part 3— Radio Broadcast Services 
television broadcast stations; 

FARMINGTON, N. MEX. 

1. The Commission has under consid¬ 
eration the proposal made in its Notice 
of Proposed Rule Making released on 
March 28, 1957 (FCC 57-311) and pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register on April 

2. 1957 (22 F. R. 2183) proposing to 
amend the television Table of Assign¬ 
ments so as to assign Channel 12+ to 
Farmington, New Mexico in response to 
a petition filed by the Farmington Broad¬ 
casting Company. 

2. No comments have been filed op¬ 
posing the Farmington request. Farm¬ 
ington Broadcasting Company and Four 
Corners Broadcasting Company filed 
comments in support of the proposal. 

3. The proponents of the assignment 
of Channel 12 to Farmington urge that 
the area does not receive adequate tele¬ 
vision service; that the area needs and 
warrants a VHF assignment; that the 
proposal conforms to all the rules; and 
that an application for the channel will 
be filed in the event the amendment is 
adopted. 

4. The Commission is of the view that 
the adoption of the proposal will serve 
the public interest since it would make 
possible a first television service to a 
substantial area and population. 

5. Authority for the adoption of the 
amendment herein is contained in sec¬ 
tions 4 (i), 301, 303 (c). (d), (f) and <r> 
and 307 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. 

6. In view of the foregoing: It is or¬ 
dered, That effective July 12, 1957, the 
Table of Assignments contained in 
§ 3.606 of the Commission’s rules and 
regulations, is amended, insofar as the 
community named is concerned, to read 


as follows: 

City Channel No. 

Farmington. New Mexico-12-f, 17 — 


(Sec. 4, 48 Stat. 1066, as amended; 47 U. S. C. 
154. Interprets or applies secs. 301, 303, 307, 


48 Stat. 1081, 1082, 1083; 47 U. S. C. 301, 303, 
307) 

Adopted: June 6, 1957. 

Released: June 10, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-4802; Filed. June 12, 1957; 
8:51 a. m.j 

TITLE 29—LABOR 

Subtitle A—Office of the Secretary 
of Labor 

Part 2—General Regulations 

LABOR ORGANIZATION REGISTRATION FORM 

Pursuant to section 9 (f) and (g) of 
the National Labor Relations Act. as 
amended (49 Stat. 449, 61 Stat. 136; 29 
U. 8. C. 151 et seq.), Title 29, Code of 
Federal Regulations, Part 2, § 2.4, is 
hereby amended as follows: 

The section headnote and paragraph 
(a) of § 2.4 are hereby amended to read 
as follow's: 

§ 2.4 Form to be used in filing re¬ 
ports; information received under sec¬ 
tion 9 (/) and ( g) of the National 
Labor Relations Act , as amended, and 
211 (a) of the Labor Management Rela¬ 
tions Act , 1947. (a) Reports of labor 

organizations pursuant to section 9 (f) 
and (g) of the National Labor Relations 
Act, as amended, for all fiscal years end¬ 
ing on and after June 30, 1957, shall 
be made on the following “Labor Organi¬ 
zation Registration Form”, and shall be 
filed with the Bureau of Labor Standards, 
United States Department of Labor, 
Washington 25, D. C.: 

Note: Copies of the form may be obtained 
from the Bureau of Labor Standards. 


Form R-l 
(Rev. May 1957) 

Form Approved 
Budget Bureau No. 44-R700.7 
Labor Organization Registration Form 

Act of June 23. 1947. as Amended (61 Stat. 

136, 29 U. S. C. 141 et seq.) 

To: Bureau of Labor Standards. United States 
Department of Labor, Washington 25 
D. C. 

Section 9 (f) and (g) of the National Labor 
Relations Act, as amended, requires that the 
following information be filed with the 8ec- 
retary of Labor and kept up to date annually, 
before the National Labor Relations Board is 
authorized on petition or charge of a labor 
organization to take certain action in repre¬ 
sentation and unfair labor practice cases. 
This report must be filed not only by any 
labor organization desiring to raise any such 
question before the Board, but also by any 
national or international labor organlaztion 
of which such labor organization is an affili¬ 
ate or constitutent part. 

Check one: First filing_ Subse¬ 
quent filing_ 

1. Full name of organization (local No. if 
any) . 


2. Principal business address (street, city, 
zone, state) __ 


3. Name and address of parent national or 
international union, if none, check □>, 


4. (a) List the names, titles, and compensa¬ 
tion and allowances of your three (3) prin¬ 
cipal officers who served during the preceding 
fiscal year. Compensation includes salaries 
or fees for personal services rendered. In¬ 
dicate the manner in which they are elected 
or appointed or otherwise selected-- 


Note: If additional space needed to answer 
questions, attach extra sheet of paper marked 
with corresponding numbers. 


Name 

Title 

How selected 

Total com¬ 
pensation 
for the year, 
excluding 
allowances 

Total allowances for thr yraf 

Cash 

List separately 

non-casb item* 

1. 



$. 

% . 





















(b) List the names, titles, and compensation and allowances of all other officers, 
ees and agents whose compensation and allowances for the preceding fiscal year exceed 
$5,000. Compensation Includes salaries or fees for personal services rendered. Indicate t « 
manner in which such officers, employees and agents are elected or appointed or other* 
selected. If none, check 


Name 

Title 

ITow selected 

Total com- 
jh‘ iisa turn 
for the year, 
excluding 
allowances 

Total allowances for the p* 

Cash 

List separately 
non-cash Item* 




$ 















——-...—. —- 





_ 


1 In the case of a national or international union indicate federation or other affiU ati0 
to which per capita dues or other payments are regularly submitted 
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5 The Initiation fee or fees which new 
members are required to pay to join union 

$. If more than one rate applies, 

indicate: minimum $-- maximum $-- 

6. The regular dues or fees which members 

pay to remain in good standing are $- 

__ If more than 

(Yr., mo., etc.) 

one rate applies, indicate: Minimum $-, 

maximum f-per-- 

(Yr.. mo., etc.) 

7. Are per capita taxes or dues received 
from or rebated to affiliated organizations? 
Yes Q No (3 K “yes," complete the fol¬ 
lowing: Amount of initiation fees received 

or retained per new member $__ 

Amount of dues $-received or retained 

per member per .........---... 

(Yr., mo., etc.) 

8. A copy of the constitution and bylaws 
of your organization is required to accom¬ 
pany this registration form on the initial 
fling; it must also be submitted with subse¬ 
quent filings if it has been amended in any 
tray. Please indicate which paragraphs or 
sections of your constitution and bylaws 
show the procedure followed with respect to 
the items listed below. If your constitution 
does not cover each of the Items specified, a 
detailed statement explaining the procedure 
followed by your organization with respect 
to the items not covered should be attached 
to this reply form and marked with the cor¬ 
responding item. 

(a) Qualifications for or restric¬ 

tions on membership____ 

(b) Election of officers and stew¬ 

ards ____....__ 

(c) Calling of regular and special 

meetings_____ 

(d) Levying of assessments_ 

(e) Imposition of fines_ 

(f) Authorization for bargaining 

demands__ ........ 

(g) Ratification of contract terms. __ 

(h) Authorization for strikes___.... 

(i) Authorization for disbursement 

of union funds____ 

(3) Audit of union financial trans¬ 
actions __ 

(k) Participation in insurance or 

other benefit plans________ 

(l) Expulsion of members and the 

grounds therefor..______ 

9. The financial report Form R-l (F). de¬ 
tailing receipts and disbursements, assets 
xnd liabilities, must be completed in full. 
(Note: A report of audit made and signed by 
1 certified or licensed independent public 
accountant may be submitted in lieu of this 
financial report, provided that such report 
contains all of the information and in the 
aetail requested in the financial report Form 
fi-KF).) 

Attention: A false statement submitted 
or in connection with this registration 
and financial report is punishable at 

We, the undersigned, duly authorized offl- 
aisof the above-named union, declare, un- 
a PP™prlate penalties of law. that the 
ormation submitted herewith (including 
information contained In any accom- 
Panymg documents) has been examined by 
and is to the best of our knowledge and 
-true, correct and complete. 

.%*■ "-- —— 


Form R-l (F) 

(Revised May 1ST,7) 

17. S. Department of Labor 


Fonn Approved 

budget bureau So. 44-K700.7 


Labor Organization Financial Report 


STATEMENT OP ALL RECEIPTS AND DISBURSEMENTS FOR THE FISCAL TEAR BEGINNINO..19_AND ENDING 

Line 

L Cash balance at the beginning of the fiscal year_—. « 

... *. 

Cash receipts: 

J- Dues (or per capita tax from affiliates).-.. $. 

7* Fees excluding work permits.--_- --- 

t fibm permlts . :::::::::::: ::... 

6. 

7. 

8 . 

9. 


10 . 

11 . 

U 

13. 

14. 

IX 


Assessments... ... [2 * ..11.111111. 

Income from Investments (Dividends, Jpt****^ •**.)..II__HI .. 

Receipts from sale of assets (itemize In 8cb ®« u l* A)....... .. 

Receipts from sale of supplies (labels, buttons, etc.)..... -.. 

Other receipts: 

From members.—--- 

Jrom affiliated organizations.......... ........ 

1* nun repayment of advances ur loans (itemize in Schedule b advances or loans 

to officers or staff).._..... a.. 

I rom other sources (itemize in Schedule D).. .. 

Total cash receipts (sum of lines 2 through 13)... -.- 

Total cash accountability (stun of lines 1 and 14)... ..... ... 

Deduct: 

Cash disbursements: 

Per capita lax an*I assessments.. ... 

Other payments to affiliated organizations.......... ... 


18, 

19. 

20 . 
21 . 
22 . 

23. 

24. 

ft 

26. 

27. 


29. 

30. 
ft, 

32. 

33. 


Number of 
pereont 


Salaries: 

Officers........ . .. 

Staff.. 

Allowances: 

Travel and related expenses_________.... 

Other (itemize in Schedule E)_________ 

Advances or loans (itemize in Schedule C advances or loans to officers or staff).... 
Taxes..... . ....'. 

Fees for legal services_IIIIIHI...IIIIIIIIIII..IIIII .Hill.....II_I 

Fees for other professional services_I......III_IIII.. 

Office and administrative expenses.... 

benefit payments to, or for members or dependents_____ 

Contributions, gifts, grants, etc. (Itemize in Schedule F contributions, gifts, grants, 

etc. to officers or staff not reported as salaries or allowances).... 

Publications, publicity, and educational expenses.... ..................... 

Purchase of assets... .. 

Other disbursements (itemize In Schedule O)........ 

Total cstsh disbursements (sum of lines 10 through 31)... 


Caali balance at the end of the fiscal year (line 15 less line 32). 


Balance Sheet 

STATEMENT OF ASSETS AND LIABILITIES 


ASSETS * 

Cash: 

1. Petty cash... 

2. Revolving finals.. 

3. Checking accounts.. 

4. Savings accounts. 

X Cash on baud. 


Securities 

6. Government bonds. 

7. Nongovernment bonds. 

8. Corporate stock. 


Fixed assets (net of reserves): 

9. . Land and buildings (itemize In Schedule II)L._..... 

10. Furniture and fixtures.. 

11. Notes and accounts receivable (see Schedule J). . 

12. Other assets (itemize in Schedule K).... 


13. 


Total assets. 


11. At 

Able. 


LIABILITIES AND NET WORTH 
ble.. 


President (or chief 


15. Notes payah 

16. Mortgages payable. 

17. Other liabilities (itemize in Schedule L).... 


. executive officer) 

„ 51 sned at. thl ' 

d of.7™“l9™ * 


18. Total liabilities........ 

19. Net worth-(excess of assets over liabilities) (line 13 

less line 18)... 

20. Total liabilities and net worth.. 


Secretary - Treasurer (o r 
chief financial officer) 
service to requested in con¬ 
dense With thiS ** mus * be at your 


Beginning of fiscal year 


Amount 


S- 


Total 




End of fiscal year 
.. 19- 


Amount 


$... 


Total 


•Note: Asse ts used as security or collateral or otherwise pledged during the fiscal year must be Itemized In Schedule 
M. If none, check: □ None. 

1 Although line 9 pertains only to property held in the name of the union. Schedule H should contain a description 
of all land and buildings owned by the union whether held In the name of the union, or trustees, or a building corpora¬ 
tion for Ike union. 
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RULES AND REGULATIONS 


Form R-l (F) 

(Revised May 1957) 

U. S. Department of Labor 


Form Approved 

Budget Bureau No. 44 R700.7 


Financial Report Schedules 
(Attach separate statement if additional space is required) 


Instructions—Schedule J: List the name of 
any officer who has any advance or loan out¬ 
standing at the end of the fiscal year and 
state the amount. List the name of any 
staff member who has any advance or loan 
outstanding at the end of the fiscal year m 
excess of $500 and state the amount. 


Full name of organization (local No.. If any). Schedule J— Notes Receivable 


Fiscal year ending__ 19 Name of officer 

Principal business address (street, city. zone, state)__ 

Amount 

Name of stud 
member 

Amount 





Instructions—Schedule A: Itemize any receipts from sale of assets Included on line 8. 




Statement of Receipts and Disbursements, giving details with respect to each asset sold, 




except securities, inventory, equipment, furniture and fixtures. ............... 




Schedule A—Receipts From Sales of Assets 





Kind of property (if realty, give location) 

Y,v*r 

acquired 

Gron sales 
price (con¬ 
tract price) 

Cost or 
other basis 

Net value 
on the 
books 

, Schedule K —Other Assets 

hxponse of 

suit Item: Amount 

.- . $_ 



$. 

*. 

$ . 

$____ __ 

















Total... 






Schedule L— Other Liabilities 


Instructions—Schedule B: List the name 
of any officer who repaid advances or loans, 
with the total amount repaid. List the name 
of any staff member who repaid advances or 
loans in excess of a total amount of $500, 
with the amount repaid. 

Schedule B— Repayment op Advances 
or Loans 

Name: Amount 

. $ . 


Instructions—Schedule C: List the name 
of any officer who received advances or loans, 
with the total amount received. List the 
name of any staff member who received ad¬ 
vances or loans in excess of a total amount of 
$500, with the amount received. 

Schedule C—Disbursement op Advances 
or Loans 

Name: Amount 

. $ . 


is In excess of 25 percent of the schedule 
total. Grouping of other items under cus¬ 
tomary accounting classifications is 
permissible. 

Schedule D—Receipts From Other Sources 

Item: Amount 

. $ . 


Total_- _ 

Schedule E—Other Allowances 

Person: Amount 

. $-. 


Total... . 

Schedule F—Contributions, Gifts, Grants. 
Etc., to Officers or Stafp Not Reported as 
Salaries or Allowances 

Recipient: Amount 

. $ . 


Item: Amount 

... $ . 


Total. 


Schedule M—Assets Pledged or Used as 
Collateral or Security 


Description of assets 

Value 

By whom pledged or 
used 




- . — 


—..— 



- 


Note : Copies of this form may be obtained 
from the Bureau of Labor Standards. 


Signed at Washington, D. C., this 29th 
day of May 1957. 

James P. Mitchell, 

Secretary of Labor. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4741; Filed. June 12, 1957; 
8:45 a. m.J 


-- -- Schedule G—Other Disbursements 

- - Item . Amount 

. “. . $ - 

Instructions—Schedules D, E. G. K and L: _ _ 

Separately identify each individual item ___ __ 

representing one or more transactions during __3_ __ 

the year with an individual or organization - 

if the total amount of such individual item Total_____... ...__ 

Schedule H—Land and Buildings 


(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Kind and location of property (Note: Indicate by use of an 
asterisk (•) projierly not included in the amount shown on 
line 9—Balance Sheet.) 

Year ac¬ 
quired 

Cost or 
other basis 
of valuation 

Total deprecia¬ 
tion charged, 
if any, on build¬ 
ings since ac¬ 
quisition 

Net value 
as shown on 
the books 



$ . 

9- 

$- 




















TITLE 21—FOOD AND DRUGS 


Chapter I—Food and Drug Adminis¬ 
tration, Department of Health, Edu¬ 
cation, and Welfare 

Part 3—Statements of General Policy 
or Interpretation 


antibiotic drugs for veterinary USB 


Effective as of the date of publication 
of this order in the Federal Register, the 


last paragraph of § 3.25 Notice to manu¬ 
facturers and labelers of antibiotic drugs 
for veterinary use is revoked. There if 
added, immediately following § 3.25, tn 


blowing cross-reference: 

Cross Reference: For required warning 
:atements to be used in the labeling of* 
lotic drugs intended for intramammary 
islon, see 5 146.1 (It) of this chapter. 












































































































FEDERAL REGISTER 


41C1 


Thursday, June 13, 1957 

I iStc 701. 52 Stat. 1055, as amended; 21 

|* S : C. 371) 

Dated: June 7, 1957. 

[sealI Geo. P. Larrick, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

I IP R. Doc. 57-4799; Piled, June 12, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.j 


Part 146— General Regulations for the 
Certification of Antibiotic and Anti- 
Eionc-CONTAINING DRUGS 

I ffTECTIVE DATE OF ORDER RE WARNING 
STATEMENT ON ANTIBIOTIC DRUGS USED IN 
TREATMENT OF MASTITIS IN DAIRY ANIMALS 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Fed- 
I eral Pood, Drug, and Cosmetic Act (secs. 
507, 701, 59 Stat. 463 as amended, 52 
Stat. 1055 as amended, 70 Stat. 919; 21 
U.S.C. 357, 371) and in accordance with 
the authority delegated to the Commis¬ 
sioner of Food and Drugs by the Secre¬ 
tary of Health, Education, and Welfare 
(22 P. R. 1045), notice is given that no 
objections were filed to the order pub¬ 
lished in the Federal Register of April 
30. 1957 (22 F. R. 3042) in the above- 
entitled matter, and the order shall be¬ 
come effective July 29, 1957. 

iSec. 701, 52 Stat. 1055, as amended; 21 
U. S. C. 371. Interprets or applies sec. 507, 

I 59 Stat. 463, as amended; 21 U. S. C. 357) 

Dated: June 7,1957. 

(seal! Geo. P. Larrick, 

Commissioner of Food and Drugs. 

| IP. R. Doc. 57-4798; Piled. June 12, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.J 


| TITLE 36— PARKS, FORESTS, AND 
MEMORIALS 

Chapter I—National Park Service, 
Department of the Interior 

Part 20— Special Regulations 

CARLSBAD CAVERNS NATIONAL PARK 

I it «® ccWon 20 47 Carlsbad Caverns 
| national Park is amended as follows; 

520.47 Carlsbad Caverns National 
Cave €ntr V> No Person or 
I Persons may enter any undeveloped cave 
? within Carlsbad Caverns Na- 
Park without prior approval in 
by the Superintendent. 
M/v D \ 5peec ** Speed Unfits in the Park. 

11 j« in emergencies as provided in 

1 1142 are as follows: 

I fcinio The maximu m speed of all ve- 
°. n Walnut Canyon Entrance 
2S”’ also designated as New Mexico 
u 7 » from the boundary line 
ZJS ^ ttom of the Big Hill, four and 
“iles (4.5), is limited to 35 
per hour as posted. 

jinJ the point four and one-half 
lhpok/ 5) * rom boundary line of 
130 mju Ve road (1) to the parking areas, 
1 ® Ues Per hour, as posted. 

I&8.C 3) 9 Stat * 535 ' 83 amen dcd; 16 

^ed this 9th day of May 1957. 

H. Taylor Hoskins, 

I ,p Superintendent. 

| ***• 57-4779; Filed, June 12, 1957; 

8-46 a. m.j 


Part 34—Isle Roy ale National Park; 

Commercial Fishing 

permits; Conditions 

Paragraph (g) of § 34.2 Permits; con - 
ditions is amended to read as follows: 

(g) The size, type and location of nets 
and gear and the number of men en¬ 
gaged in the operation of the fishing base 
of the permittee shall be prescribed in 


the permit. Only nets and gear ap¬ 
proved by the Michigan Department of 
Conservation shall be used. 

(Sec. 3. 39 Stat. 535, as amended; 16 
U. S. C. 3) 

Fred A. Seaton. 
Secretary of the Interior. 

June 7, 1957. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4780; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:46 a. m.j 


PROPOSED RULE MAKING 


DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Agricultural Marketing Service 

[ 7 CFR Part 966 1 

(Docket No. AO-257-A3j 

Milk in Shreveport, La., Marketing 
Area 

notice of recommended decision and 

opportunity to file written excep¬ 
tions WITH RESPECT to PROPOSED 

AMENDMENTS to tentative marketing 

AGREEMENT AND ORDER 

Pursuant to the provisions of the Agri¬ 
cultural Marketing Agreement Act of 
1937, as amended (7 U. S. C. 601 et seq.) 
and the applicable rules of practice and 
procedure, as amended, governing the 
formulation of marketing agreements 
and marketing orders (7 CFR Part 900), 
notice is hereby given of the filing with 
the Hearing Clerk of the recommended 
decision of the Deputy Administrator, 
Agricultural Marketing Service, United 
States Department of Agriculture, with 
respect to proposals to amend the tenta¬ 
tive marketing agreement and the order, 
as amended, regulating the handling of 
milk in the Shreveport, Louisiana, mar¬ 
keting area. Interested persons may file 
written exceptions to this decision with 
the Hearing Clerk, United States De¬ 
partment of Agriculture, Washington, 
D. C., not later than the close of business 
the fifth day after publication of this 
decision in the Federal Register. Ex¬ 
ceptions should be filed in quadruplicate. 

Preliminary statement. The hearing, 
on the record of which the proposed 
amendments to the tentative marketing 
agreement and to the order, as amended, 
were formulated, w ? as conducted at 
Shreveport. Louisiana, on February 4-5, 
1957 (22 F. R. 568). The material issues 
of record related to: 

1. Distributing plant definition. 

2. Supply plant definition. 

3. A new definition providing for “as¬ 
sociated producer”. 

4. The level of the Class I milk price. 

5. The level of the Class n milk price. 

6. A new provision establishing a 
“shrink milk price”. 

7. The computation of daily average 
bases for producers. 

8. A new provision for the use of 
“equivalent prices”. 

Findings and conclusions. By an ex¬ 
pedited decision of the Assistant Secre¬ 
tary, issued April 4, 1957 (22 F. R. 2347), 
action has been taken with respect to 


Issue No. 3. Findings and conclusions 
with respect to the remaining material 
issues, all of which are based on the 
evidence introduced at the hearing, and 
the record thereof, are as follows: 

1. The distributing plant definition 
should not be amended. Producers pro¬ 
posed that the “distributing plant” defi¬ 
nition be amended to qualify a plant as 
a distributing plant if, during any month, 
it distributes a volume of Class I milk 
equal to an average of 1,500 pounds per 
day, or not less than four percent of the 
total volume of Class I milk of such plant 
is disposed of through routes operating 
wholly or partially in the marketing 
area. 

The present distributing plant defini¬ 
tion contains the same quantity factors 
as does the proposal. But, the percent¬ 
age factor is presently applied to the 
total milk received from producers and 
other plants. The proposal would apply 
the factor to the total disposition of Class 
I milk from such plant. If the distrib¬ 
uting plant standard were based on the 
percentage of a plant's total Class I sales 
which were distributed in the marketing 
area, it W’ould be possible to regulate a 
plant that had only a fraction of its total 
receipts in Class I. The present order 
language measures more effectively the 
relative Class I milk operations of a plant 
than would the method contained in the 
proposal. 

Further, the present definition counts 
only the volume of milk disposed of 
within the marketing area to determine 
W’hether a plant qualifies as a distrib¬ 
uting plant; w'hile the proposal would 
count the total Class I disposition from 
an entire route if some of the milk is 
distributed in the marketing area from 
such route. The Northwest Louisiana 
Pure Milk Producers' Association con¬ 
tended that present order language 
would permit unregulated handlers to in¬ 
crease their business inside the market¬ 
ing area without incurring regulation. 
Handlers could do this by increasing re¬ 
ceipts of milk at a plant so that a cor¬ 
responding increase of Class I sales in 
the marketing area does not exceed four 
percent of the total milk receipts at the 
plant. 

But, this appears to overlook the al¬ 
ternative quantitative factor for identi¬ 
fying a distributing plant that is now 
contained in the order. As the order is 
now written, a plant may qualify as a 
distributing plant if it distributes an 
average of 1,500 pounds per day of Class 
I milk in the marketing area. There 
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was no testimony or evidence submitted 
at the hearing to show that this stand¬ 
ard is unreasonable, as an alternative 
method of qualifying a distributing 
plant. In fact, the alternative method 
was made a part of the proposed amend¬ 
ment. Neither was there testimony 
from handlers to indicate that disruptive 
marketing conditions have resulted from 
existing competition with unregulated 
handlers distributing in the marketing 
area. Sales of Class I milk distributed 
in the marketing area by unregulated 
handlers, expressed as a percentage of 
total area Class I sales, declined during 
the year and a half preceding the hear¬ 
ing. Prom this it appears that any po¬ 
tential increase of Class I sales in the 
marketing area by unregulated handlers 
is insufficient to threaten disruption of 
marketing conditions. 

Proponents also contended that un¬ 
regulated handlers have difficulty in ac¬ 
counting to the market administrator 
for their Class I sales inside and outside 
the marketing area, when such sales are 
made from the same route. They would 
remedy this by the proposal to count 
all the milk sold on routes that run both 
in and out of the area. 

But, the market administrator testi¬ 
fied that there have been no problems 
connected with determining the volume 
of milk distributed in the area by un¬ 
regulated handlers. Handlers claiming 
unregulated status have kept detailed 
records to verify such claims. The pri¬ 
mary records of such persons have ac¬ 
curately indicated the disposition of 
milk in the marketing area. Conse¬ 
quently, this proposal seems unnecessary 
and inadvisable. 

It is concluded that the present dis¬ 
tributing plant definition seems to con¬ 
tain the necessary safeguards to assure 
proper regulation of significant distribu¬ 
tion of Class I sales in the marketing 
area. 

2. The supply plant definition should 
:be amended. The Northwest Louisiana 
Pure Milk Producers’ Associatton pro¬ 
posed that a plant be regulated as a 
supply plant if any Grade A milk is 
shipped to a distributing plant during 
the months of March through June. At 
the present time, a plant qualifies as a 
supply plant if any Grade A milk is 
shipped to a distributing plant during 
the months of April through June. 

The Association also»proposed that 
during the remainder of the year (July 
through February) a plant should be 
regulated as a supply plant if it ships 
Grade A milk to a distributing plant on 
five or more days in any month, or in an 
amount equal to a daily average of not 
less than 5,000 pounds during such 
month. At the present, during the low 
production months a plant qualifies as 
a supply plant if it ships Grade A milk 
to a distributing plant on ten or more 
days, or in an amount equal to a daily 
average of not less than 8,300 pounds. 

In support of the first proposal, the 
Association pointed out that the month 
of March should be included in the 
grouping of flush supply months rather 
than with the other months: and they 
contended that local producer milk 
should be used when in ample supply, in 
preference to milk from any other source, 


unless such source was prepared to be 
bound by minimum order prices appli¬ 
cable to all handlers. Handlers offered 
no opposition. The evidence shows that 
producer receipts in March 1956 were 
greater than in June 1956, and nearly 
equal to the average of monthly receipts 
of April. May and June. Receipts in 
March 1957 were well above the average 
in the preceding winter months. It is 
concluded that this proposed change in 
the supply plant definition should be 
adopted. 

In support of the second proposed 
change in this definition it was stated 
that even during the period of relatively 
short production, July through February, 
unpriced and perhaps “distress” milk 
may be available to handlers at a sub- 
market price. It weis argued that prefer¬ 
ential allocation was insufficient protec¬ 
tion of the market for producer milk. 
The proposal to establish lower supply 
plant qualifying standards during July 
through February is designed to discour¬ 
age handlers from buying “short” from 
producers and purchasing supplemental 
milk on an opportunity basis (“distress” 
milk) at a competitive advantage over 
all other handlers. 

But, there is no evidence that producer 
milk was displaced by “distress” milk 
during the past low production season. 
Testimony shows that if the proposed 
amendment had been in effect during the 
July 1955 through February 1956 period, 
no additional plants w r ould have been 
regulated. Handlers have obtained no 
“distress” milk. The utilization of pro¬ 
ducer milk in Class I during these 
months is high, ranging from 94.9 per¬ 
cent to 99.5 percent. During the period 
July 1956 through January 1957, such 
utilization ranged from 90.8 percent to 
98.6 percent. Official notice is hereby 
taken of the Shreveport market adminis- 
trator’s statistical summary for January 
and February 1957. Receipts of other 
source milk during the period July 1956 
through February 1957 declined over 30 
percent compared with the correspond¬ 
ing period in 1955-1956. From this there 
appears to be no need to change this part 
of the supply plant definition; the pro¬ 
posed change for the months, July 
through February, should not be adopted. 

4. The Class / pricing provisions of the 
order should he amended . Producers 
proposed that the temporary Class I 
differential of $2.40 be made a permanent 
Class I differential for the months July 
through February. In addition, a Class 
I differential of $2.60 would prevail when¬ 
ever producer receipts are not more than 
115 percent of Class I utilization on a 
marketwide basis. No change was pro¬ 
posed for the present Class I differential 
of $2.00 during the months March 
through June. 

Proponents contended that: 

(1) The present $2.40 Class I differen¬ 
tial is not sufficient to induce production 
needed during the months July through 
February of each year. 

(2) The temporary Class I differen¬ 
tial in effect July 1956-February 1957 
was more effective in attracting nearly 
adequate supplies of milk for the market 
than the differential of $2.20 would have 
been. 


(3) Producer receipts need to be be A 
tween 110-115 percent of Class I sales 
before the market can be considered to 
be adequately supplied with milk for 
Class I use. 

(4) The Shreveport Class I prices I 
during 1955 and 1956 were lower than 
those in North Texas; consequently, no 
milk moved to the Shreveport market [ 
from there. 

(5) Prices are about the same as I 
Shreveport in the surrounding Louisiana | 
markets. 

(6) During the time that the tempor¬ 
ary Class I differential of $2.40 was in I 
effect, production increased 10-15 per¬ 
cent over the previous year. Proponents 
do not anticipate that increased produc* | 
tion will continue if the temporary differ¬ 
ential is made permanent. And they I 
stated it would require a differential of 
nearer to $2.65 during the months of 
July-February to supply handlers with | 
their full needs. 

(7) Considering cost of transportation I 
and the availability of milk from alter¬ 
native sources, the proposed differential 
of $2.40 would not be out of line with | 
other markets. 

Handlers opposed the producers' pro- | 
posal, contending that: 

(1) There should be no permanent In¬ 
crease in the Class I price. 

(2) The proposal for associated pro- I 
ducers’ provisions indicates there is 
more milk on the market than is needed. 

(3) Producers are going into volume | 
production as an economical way of pro¬ 
ducing milk. Producers have stayed on | 
the market and have increased produc¬ 
tion. 

(4) Handlers compared Shreveport I 
Class I prices with prices in areas where 
alternative sources of supply may be 
available and asserted that if the Shreve¬ 
port price is out of line alternative | 
sources of supply would be used. 

(5) Prices higher thsin prevailing 
prices could result in more surplus milk | 
with limited facilities for handling it. 

(6) Shreveport handlers’military con¬ 
tract business could be lost by higher 
producer prices. 

The order was amended effective July | 
1, 1956, to provide for a Class I milk dif¬ 
ferential of $2.40 through February 1957. 
The amendment was made temporary 
due to the uncertain action of the North 
Texas supply-demand adjuster and to 
the lack of such an adjuster in 
Shreveport order. A termination date 
was provided to afford an opportunity 
to review marketing conditions and to 
consider any further adjustment. 

Producer numbers have increased 
steadily since the inception of the order 
and since the July 1956 amendment, 
January 1957 there were 489 P rodl }^ | 
compared with 459 in January l**- 
The previous recommended decision in- 
dicated that producer numbers declinea 
during the flush production months 
1955. Marketing data in the record in¬ 
dicate that producer numbers were 
atively stable during the flush product! 
months of 1956, and increased from then ( 
up to the time of the hearing. 

Production per producer has also i 
creased steadily since the inception 
the order. At the same time, hand 
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Class I sales have increased, so that the 
utilization of producer milk in Class I 
has remained relatively stable. During 
the months September through Febru¬ 
ary of each year since the inception of 
the'order, producer receipts have not 
been sufficient to supply handlers’ Class 
I sales. During the months March 
through August, producer receipts have 
ranged from 101 to 110 percent of Class 
I sales. 

A significant change in marketing 
practice is that during the months July 
1956 -February 1957, total other source 
receipts were about 33 percent less than 
during the same period the previous year. 
At the same time, other source receipts 
allocated to Class I declined about 67 per¬ 
cent. At the present Class I price level 
during the months July 1956 through 
February 1957, handlers utilized more 
producer milk and relied less on other 
source receipts in their operations than 
during the corresponding period the pre¬ 
vious year. 

North Texas, Central Mississippi and 
Shreveport are similarly situated with 
respect to the specialized dairy regions 
of the country. During the months July 
1956 through February 1957, the Shreve¬ 
port Class I prices averaged 3 cents below 
North Texas and 13 cents above Central 
Mississippi. On the other hand, the 
Shreveport Class I prices were slightly 
higher than those for Memphis and Cen¬ 
tral Arkansas, considering transporta¬ 
tion costs, and considerably higher than 
the Ozarks Class I prices. Handlers 
stated, however, that they did not actual¬ 
ly purchase milk from the Ozarks market 
during the past fall and winter. Nor is 
there evidence that milk has moved in 
any significant degree from any of these 
markets to Shreveport during the past 
year. 


The foregoing facts indicate that the 
Class I differential of $2.40 during the 
months July through February, has en¬ 
couraged needed production for the 
market, and that handlers have reduced 
Imports of other source milk during the 
low production months, and have util¬ 
ized more producer milk. The Shreve¬ 
port class I milk price has been in 
reasonable alignment with most sur¬ 
rounding markets considering available 
supplies. It is anticipated that price 
wpment between Shreveport and New 
Orleans will be influenced considerably 
®y the New Orleans supply-demand ad- 

r!f h’ as * he New O fleans supply-sales 
relationship improves, price alignment 
Between New Orleans and Shreveport 
also improve. 

h is concluded that the Class I price 
merential of $2.40 should be retained 

^wuyi e 95?° nthS JUly 1957 through 
however, that most of the 
Drmrt!}??* 115 Federai order markets have 
Whii for su PPly-demand adjusters. 

* e p , r ? ponen ts proposed an automatic 
on « dustmen t, it was not predicated 
hand? 1 ™* 1 market conditions. Neither 
length nor P rod ucers testified at any 
jJL 1 C 2? cerning a supply-demand ad- 
surh ;J he De Partment recognizes that 
for Iff JUsters are useful in providing 
f atic price adjustments in re- 
lo changing market conditions. 

No. U4- 2 


Consequently, it is recommended that the 
present Class I differential be continued 
for the months July 1957 through Feb¬ 
ruary 1958. This will afford interested 
parties an opportunity to consider fur¬ 
ther adjustment features in the Class I 
pricing formula. 

5. The Class II price should not be 
changed. Producers proposed that the 
Class n price for the months of July 
through February should be the highest 
of the three components of the basic 
formula price. At the present time, two 
components are used, namely, local 
plants and butter-powder formula. The 
proposal would include the Midwest con- 
denseries in the computation of the three 
prices in determining the Class II price. 

Producers supported the proposal on 
the following grounds: (1) It would re¬ 
sult in increased returns to producers; 
(2) it is justified as far as handlers costs 
are concerned; (3) since all three com¬ 
ponents of the basic formula price are 
used in determining the Class I price, the 
Class II price should be computed the 
same way, although it was not proposed 
for all months of the year; (4) the main 
uses for Class II milk in the Shreveport 
area are for cottage cheese and ice cream, 
which are higher use value products than 
are butter and milk powder which form 
the basis of the Class n price; (5) the 
Class n milk price in a deficit market 
should afford little incentive for process¬ 
ing Class II products, for most of the 
milk supply is needed for Class I 
products. 

Handlers opposed the proposal on the 
basis that the Class II price should be as 
low as possible to encourage handlers to 
move excess milk. If Class n prices are 
too high, handlers will look to other 
sources. 

At the present time, Shreveport Class 
II prices are as high, or higher than the 
Class n prices in surrounding Federal 
order markets. There was no testimony 
indicating that producers have been able 
to dispose of excess milk for more than 
the present Class II prices. In the ab¬ 
sence of such testimony, it would appear 
that the present Class II prices reflect 
current values for excess Grade A milk 
used in manufacturing. It is concluded 
that the proposal should not be adopted. 

6. The proposal to establish a “shrink 
milk price ” should not be adopted. Pro¬ 
ducers proposed that in addition to Class 
I and Class II prices, a “shrink milk 
price” should be provided for in the or¬ 
der. Proponents contended that the 
price for skim milk and butterfat allo¬ 
cated as shrinkage up to 2.0 percent of 
producer milk shall be the weighted aver¬ 
age price at the handler’s plant for the 
month. 

In support of their proposal, pro¬ 
ponents testified that: (1) It is inequita¬ 
ble to price plant shrinkage to handlers 
at the Class II milk price because pro¬ 
ducers receive no return at all for milk 
spilled, or otherwise lost between the 
farm and the plant receiving room, (2) 
shrinkage should be absorbed in its en¬ 
tirety as part of the handlers’ cost of 
doing business, and <3) pricing shrink¬ 
age at the rate of the handler’s uniform 
price would be more equitable, taking 


both handlers and producers into con¬ 
sideration, than the present method. 

Handlers opposed the proposal on the 
basis that: (1) The market situation is 
no different now from that when the 
present shrinkage provisions were estab¬ 
lished in the order, (2) handlers receive 
no returns from plant shrinkage; con¬ 
sequently, if priced at all, it should be in 
the lower price classification, (3) the 
proposal would increase returns to pro¬ 
ducers; consequently, the Class I milk 
price should be reduced accordingly, 
since the present Class I price level is 
resulting in adequate supplies of milk for 
fluid use, and (4) the proposal ignores 
the requirement that the order prices 
milk according to use. 

Producers correctly observe that farm¬ 
ers experience shrinkage in one form or 
another from the time cows are milked 
until the milk is delivered to a plant, and 
receive no returns for such shrinkage. 
It does not follow, however, that present 
order provisions concerning shrinkage 
are inequitable. The order requires that 
the utilization of producer milk shall be 
accounted for once it is received by a 
handler. It is from this point that 
shrinkage becomes a factor in the ad¬ 
ministration of the order. 

Processing milk through a plant un¬ 
avoidably results in shrinkage, or loss. 
In accounting for milk on a use-classifi¬ 
cation basis, shrinkage or plant loss with¬ 
in reasonable limits is appropriately 
classified in the lower class. Handlers, 
having purchased milk from producers 
must pay for all of it. With no prospect 
of a return to handlers for plant loss, it 
is a reasonable administrative technique 
to classify and price shrinkage at the 
lower class price, up to what is deter¬ 
mined to be an allowable limit. At the 
time the present shrinkage provisions 
were adopted, the Department deter¬ 
mined that plant shrinkage may rea¬ 
sonably be expected to absorb up to 2.0 
percent of producer milk receipts at a 
handler’s plant. The validity of this 
percentage factor was not an issue at 
the hearing. 

Proponents testimony supplied no 
basis for resolving the classification issue 
that is involved in such a proposal—ex¬ 
cept in the case of markets where han¬ 
dlers use producer’s milk for only Class 
I products. The question of how to 
allocate or to determine plant loss by 
class utilization in plants that process 
both Class I and Class n products would 
need to be considered. From this record 
it does not appear that the proposal 
would classify and price producer milk 
more accurately and fairly than the 
present method, which has been ac¬ 
cepted as reasonably suitable and satis¬ 
factory in Federal order markets. 

One of the effects of the proposal 
would be to increase the quantity of milk 
classified in Class I. But proponents did 
not testify concerning the necessity of 
making a corresponding reduction in the 
Class I price level if the proposal were 
adopted. Elsewhere herein, it is found 
that the level of the Class I price should 
not be increased and it follows that an 
arbitrary change in classification which 
would have the same effect as a price in¬ 
crease should not be adopted. 
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7. The method of computing daily av¬ 
erage bases for producers should be 
amended . Producers proposed that a 
daily average base for each producer be 
computed by dividing the total pounds of 
milk received by a handler (s) from such 
producer during the base-forming period 
(September through December) by the 
number of days of production of such 
milk, but not less than 90. 

At the present time, the volume of milk 
delivered during the base-forming period 
is divided by the number of days from 
the first day milk is received from the 
producer to the last day of such period, 
but not less than 90. Under the pro¬ 
posed amendment the market adminis¬ 
trator would count the number of day’s 
production represented by the produc¬ 
er’s deliveries during the base-forming 
period. The present language unneces¬ 
sarily reduces the daily average base of 
a producer who delivers milk from the 
beginning of the base-forming period, 
but whose deliveries are temporarily in¬ 
terrupted. 

It is concluded that the proposal to 
count the number of day’s production 
which a producer delivered during the 
base-forming period should be adopted. 

At the hearing, proponents also pro¬ 
posed that the volume of milk produced 
while a producer is temporarily “de¬ 
graded” be used in computing daily aver¬ 
age bases for producers. However, a 
dairy farmer who produces ungraded 
milk cannot qualify under the order as 
a producer. It w'ould seem that only 
producer milk should be included in the 
computation of producers’ bases. 

8. A provision for the determination 
and announcement by the Secretary of 
Agriculture of “equivalent prices” should 
be adopted. Proposals to include a pro¬ 
vision of this kind were considered at the 
hearing. Such a provision is designed 
to meet an emergency situation in which 
a price quotation necessary to a price 
formula in the order, or for any other 
purpose, may not be available to the 
market administrator. In such event, 
the Secretary would determine a price 
equivalent to the price quotation previ¬ 
ously employed. 

The proposed amendment is precau¬ 
tionary and designed to provide a 
method of continuing the pricing of milk 
under the order when a price quotation 
required to be used in the pricing of milk 
is terminated or revised, with insuffi¬ 
cient time to issue an amendment. It is 
generally recognized that some provision 
of this type is necessary to meet such 
an emergency since it is not physically 
possible to consider and issue order 
amendments on an immediate basis in 
the event a price quotation necessary to 
a pricing formula becomes unavailable 
without prior indication of the change. 
The provision proposed will remove un¬ 
certainty as to the procedure to be fol¬ 
lowed in the absence of any price quota¬ 
tion customarily used and thereby will 
prevent unnecessary interruption in the 
operation of the order. 

Rulings on proposed findings and con¬ 
clusions. A number of briefs were filed 
which contained statement of fact pro¬ 
posed findings and conclusions and argu¬ 
ments with respect to the provisions of 


the proposed amendments. Every point 
covered in the briefs was carefully con¬ 
sidered along with the evidence in the 
record in making the findings and reach¬ 
ing the conclusions hereinbefore set 
forth. To the extent that the findings 
and conclusions proposed in the briefs 
are inconsistent with the findings and 
conclusions contained herein, the re¬ 
quest to make such findings or to reach 
such conclusions is denied on the basis 
of the facts found and stated in con¬ 
nection with the conclusions in the rec¬ 
ommended decision. 

General findings, (a) The proposed 
marketing agreement and the order, as 
amended, and as hereby proposed to be 
further amended, and all of the terms 
and conditions thereof will tend to effec¬ 
tuate the declared policy of the act. 

(b> The parity prices of milk as de¬ 
termined pursuant to section 2 of the 
act are not reasonable in view of the 
price of feeds, available supplies of feeds 
and other economic conditions which af¬ 
fect market supply of and demand for 
milk in the marketing area, and the 
minimum prices specified in the proposed 
marketing agreement and the order, as 
amended, and as hereby proposed to be 
further amended, are such prices as will 
reflect the aforesaid factors, insure a 
sufficient quantity of pure and whole¬ 
some milk, and be in the public interest; 
and 

(c) The proposed order, as amended, 
and as hereby proposed to be further 
amended, will regulate the handling of 
milk in the same manner as, and will 
be applicable only to persons in the re¬ 
spective classes of industrial and com¬ 
mercial activity specified in, a marketing 
agreement upon which a hearing has 
been held. 

Recommended marketing agreement 
ana order amending the order, as amend¬ 
ed. The following order amending the 
order, as amended, regulating the han¬ 
dling of milk in the Shreveport, Louisi¬ 
ana, marketing area is recommended as 
the detailed and appropriate means by 
which the foregoing conclusions may be 
carried out. The recommended market¬ 
ing agreement is not included in this 
decision because the regulatory provi¬ 
sions thereof would be identical with 
those contained in the order, as amended, 
and as hereby proposed to be further 
amended. 

1. In § 966.8 delete paragraph (a) and 
substitute therefor: 

(a) In any of the months of March 
through June. 

2. Delete § 966.51 (a) and substitute 
the following: 

(a) Class I milk price. The Class I 
milk price shall be the basic formula 
price for the preceding month plus $2.00 
for each of the months of March, April, 
May and June, and plus $2.20 for all 
other months, except that plus $2.40 shall 
apply to the months July 1957 through 
February 1958. 

3. Delete § 966.80 and substitute the 
following: 

t § 966.80 Computation of daily average 
base for each producer. The daily aver¬ 


age base for each producer shall be an 
amount calculated by the market ad¬ 
ministrator as follows: Divide the total 
pounds of milk received by the han- 
dler(s> from such producer during the 
base-forming period by the number c l 
day’s production a producer delivered 
during the base-forming period, but not 
less than 90. 

4. Add a new § 966.54 as follows: 

§ 966.54 Use of equivalent price. If 
for any reason a price quotation required 
by this part for computing class prices, 
or for any other purpose, is not available 
in the manner described, the market ad¬ 
ministrator shall use a price determined 
by the Secretary to be equivalent to such 
required price. 

Issued at Washington, D. C., this 10th 
day of June 1957. 

[seal] Roy W. Lennartson, 

Deputy Administrator. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4818; Filed, June 12. 1957; 
8:54 a. m.J 


DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 

Federal Maritime Board 
[ 46 CFR Part 244 1 


Business Practices of Freight 
Forwarders 


NOTICE OF ORAL ARGUMENT ON JURISDIC¬ 
TION TO ISSUE PROPOSED RULES 


Whereas, notice of proposed rule mak¬ 
ing appeared in the Federal Register 
issue of March 19. 1957 (22 F. R. 1779) 
and interested persons were given sixty 
(60) days from the date of said publi¬ 
cation within which to file written views 
and suggestions thereon; and 
Whereas, a petition was filed on behalf 
of the Pacific Coast Ocean Freight For¬ 
warders Conference, Pacific Coast 
Customs and Freight Brokers Associa¬ 
tion, and Los Angeles Customs and 
Freight Brokers Association. Inc., and 
thereafter petitions were filed on behalf 
of the New York Foreign Freight For¬ 
warders and Brokers Association, Inc., 
and the Customs Brokers and For¬ 
warders Association of America. Inc. and 
affiliated associations, requesting (1) the 
Board to dismiss its rule-making pro- 
ceding for lack of jurisdiction that por- 
lacks jurisdiction, or, as stated in the 
petition of the New York Foreign Freight 
Forwarders and Brokers Association, in 
the alternative, to dismiss from said pro¬ 
ceeding for lack of jurisdiction that por¬ 
tion of the proposed rules which seek 
to regulate freight brokers and the pay¬ 
ment of brokerage to them, (2) that tn 
time for filing written views and sugges¬ 
tions concerning the proposed revises 
freight forwarder rules and regulations 
be extended until a reasonable time ane 
the Board has determined said petitions 
pertaining to its jurisdiction, and 
that in view of the importance of 
jurisdictional issues raised *** Bam P* 
tions, oral argument thereon be hei 


[ore the Board; and . fhat 

Whereas, the Board has ordered© 
;he time for filing views and sugg ? s u . 
m the aforesaid proposed rules and regu 
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lations be extended until July 15, 1957, 
and has given consideration to the peti¬ 
tioners’ request for oral argument; 

Now therefore, notice is hereby given 
that oral argument on the question of 
the Board’s jurisdiction to issue the 
aforesaid proposed rules and regulations 
will be held Tuesday, June 25, 1957, at 
9:30 a. m., in Room 4519, New General 
Accounting Office Building, Washington, 
D. C. All persons desiring to participate 
in the oral argument are requested to 
notify the Board immediately as to the 
amount of time desired for argument. 

Persons challenging the Board’s juris¬ 
diction to issue the proposed rules and 
regulations in the above-entitled pro¬ 
ceeding will be heard first, followed by 
those supporting the Board's jurisdic¬ 
tion to issue such rules. 

Dated: June 10, 1957. 

By order of the Federal Maritime 
Board. 

[seal] James L. Pimper, 

Secretary . 

[P. R. Doc. 57-4816: Filed, June 12, 1957; 

8:54 a. m.) 


DEPARTMENT OF LABOR 

Division of Public Contracts 

[ 41 CFR Part 202 ] 

Scientific, Industrial, and Laboratory 
Instruments Industry 

NOTICE OF EXTENSION OP TIME TO SUBMIT 
EXCEPTIONS TO PROPOSED MINIMUM WAGE 
DETERMINATION 

On May 28, 1957, notice was published 
in the Federal Register (22 F. R. 3729 et 
seq.) of the proposed determination of 
prevailing minimum wages in the scien¬ 
tific, industrial, and laboratory instru¬ 
ments industry. The notice provided 
that within 30 days from its publication 
interested persons could submit to the 
Secretary of Labor. United States De¬ 
partment of Labor, Washington 25, D. C., 
their written exceptions to the proposed 
actions therein described. 

Notice is hereby given that, for good 
cause shown, the time for filing such 
written exceptions is extended to and in¬ 
cluding July 11 , 1957. 

Signed at Washington, D. C., this 7th 
day of June 1957. 

James T. O’Connell, 
Acting Secretary of Labor . 

l p * K. Doc. 57-4800; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:50 a. m.J 
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[Docket No. 11877; FCC 57-608] 

Television Broadcast Stations; 
Vancouver, Wash, 
table of assignments 

Iv matter of amendment of 
■ w Table of assignments. Television 
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Broadcast Stations (Vancouver, Wash¬ 
ington); Docket No. 11877. 

1. Notice is hereby given of further 
proposed rule making in this proceeding. 

2. On November 29. 1956, the Commis¬ 
sion issued a Notice of Proposed Rule 
Making (FCC 56-1184) proposing to as¬ 
sign Channel 2 to Vancouver, Washing¬ 
ton, in response to a petition filed by 
KVAN. Inc. A Notice of Further Pro¬ 
posed Rule Making was issued on Jan¬ 
uary 4. 1957, in response to a petition 
filed by Altru Broadcasting Company, 
Longview, Washington, proposing to 
assign Channel 2 to Longview in lieu of 
Channel 33. 

3. On April 30, 1957, the Tribune Pub¬ 
lishing Company, licensee of television 
Station KTNT-TV, Tacoma, Washing¬ 
ton, filed a petition requesting rule mak¬ 
ing to amend the Table of Assignments 
to assign Channel 2 to Portland, Oregon. 
In support of its proposal the Tribune 
Publishing Company asserts that Port¬ 
land is the largest city in Oregon with 
a 1950 population of 373,628 persons; 
that the Portland urbanized area has 
a population of 512,643 persons; that 
there is a distinct need for a fourth VHF 
station in Portland to provide local pub¬ 
lic service programs which are not now 
available and that because of the in¬ 
ferior technical performance of UHF 
and the lack of conversion in the area 
a fourth Portland station must operate 
on a VHF channel. Petitioner repre¬ 
sents that Channel 2 can be assigned to 
Portland in conformity with the Com¬ 
mission's rules if the Commission does 
not grant the pending KSLM-TV appli¬ 
cation for extension of time in which to 
construct its proposed station on Chan¬ 
nel 3 at Salem, Oregon and that in the 
event the Commission grants KSLM- 
TV’s pending application petitioner 
understands that KSLM-TV will file an 
application to move the transmitter site 
to a point sufficiently south of Salem to 
comply with the adjacent channel mile¬ 
age separation requirements. 

4. The Commission is of the view that 
the public interest would be served by 
further rule making proceedings to con¬ 
sider the proposal to assign Channel 2 
to Portland. 

5. Authority for the adoption of the 
proposed amendments is contained in 
sections 4 (i), 301, 303 (c), (d). (f) and 
(r), and 316 of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended. 

6. Any interested party who is of the 
view that the proposal by petitioner 
should not be adopted, or should not be 
adopted in the form set forth herein, 
may file with the Commission on or be¬ 
fore, July 3, 1957, a w r ritten statement 
setting forth his comments. Comments 
supporting the proposed amendments 
may also be filed on or before the same 
date. Comments in reply to original 
comments may be filed within 10 days 
from the last date for filing said original 
comments. No additional comments 
may be filed unless (1) specifically re¬ 
quested by the Commission or (2) good 
cause for the filing of such additional 
comments is established. 

7. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.764 of the rules, an original and 


14 copies of all written comments should 
be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: June 6,1957. 

Released: June 10,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4803; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:51 a. m.] 


[ 47 CFR Part 3 ] 

[Docket No. 12052; FCC 57-606) 

Television Broadcast Stations; 

Florence, Ala. 

TABLE OF ASSIGNMENTS 

In the matter of amendment of § 3.606 
Table of assignments , Television Broad¬ 
cast Stations, Florence, Alabama; Docket 
No. 12052. 

1. Notice is hereby given of proposed 
rule making in the above-entitled 
matter. 

2. The Commission has before it for 
consideration a petition filed on Febru¬ 
ary 18, 1957, and amended on May 13, 
1957, by Television Muscle Shoals. Inc. 
requesting an amendment of § 3.606 
Table of assignments. Television Broad¬ 
cast Stations, so as to substitute Channel 
15 for Channel 41 in Florence, Alabama, 
as follows; 


City 

• 

Channel No. 

Delete 

Add 

Florence, Ala...... 

Gadsden, Ala_....._.... 

Corinth. Miss.. 

41 

1ft 

2U- 

15 

Ift 

37- 

4t 

44 

Grenada, Miss_...... . ..... 



3. In support of the requested amend¬ 
ments petitioner states that it is the per¬ 
mittee of Station WOWL-TV authorized 
to construct on Channel 41 in Florence 
and submits that the proposal would 
enable it to purchase, at a substantial 
saving, a complete UHF station which 
is now off the air and which was built 
for Channel 15. Petitioner urges that 
the proposal conforms to the rules; that 
the lower channel would provide better 
service over a wider area; and that the 
lower operational expense would result 
in a better financial situation for the 
permittee and better programs to the 
public in the area. 

4. The Commission is of the view that 
rule making proceedings should be in¬ 
stituted in this matter in order that in¬ 
terested parties may submit their views 
and relevant data. 

5. Authority for the adoption of the 
proposed amendment is contained in 
sections 4 (i), 301, 303 (c), (d), (f) and 
<r), 307 (b) and 316 of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended. 

6. Any interested party who is of the 
view that the proposed amendment 
should not be adopted, or should not be 
adopted in the form set forth herein, may 
file with the Commission on or before 
July 3, 1957, a written statement setting 
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forth his comments. Comments sup¬ 
porting the proposed amendment may 
also be filed on or before the same date. 
Comments in reply to original comments 
may be filed within 10 days from the last 
date for filing said original comments. 
No additional comments may be filed un¬ 
less (1) specifically requested by the 
Commission or (2) good cause for the 
filing of such additional comments is 
established. 

7. Television Muscle Shoals, Inc. is 
presently authorized to construct a tele¬ 
vision station on Channel 41 at Florence, 
Alabama and the rule making proposed 
herein would delete this assignment. In 
the event the Commission decides to 
amend the rules as proposed, the Com¬ 
mission will determine what further 
steps should be taken in light of this 
outstanding authorization. 

8. In accordance with the provisions 
of § 1.764 of the rules, an original and 
14 copies of all written comments shall 
be furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: June6,1957. 

Released: June 10,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4804; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:51 a. m.j 


[ 47 CFR Parts 7, 8 ] 

[Docket No. 12053; FCC 67-617] 

Stations on Land and Shipboard^in the 
Maritime Services 

availability and limitations on use op 
certain frequencies 

In the matter of amendment of Parts 
7 and 8 of the Commission’s rules to 


make the frequency pair 2466 kc 
(coast)—2009 kc (ship) available on a 
24-hour basis in the Tampa, Florida 
area and to make effective certain limi¬ 
tations on the use of the frequency pair 
2550 kc (coast)—2158 kc (ship) in the 
same area; Docket No. 12053. 

1. On February 10, 1954, the Commis¬ 
sion adopted a Report and Order in 
Docket No. 10444 finalizing a frequency 
assignment plan for all areas and mak¬ 
ing the frequency pair 2466 kc (coast) — 
2009 kc (ship) available for assignment, 
effective March 15, 1954, on a “day only" 
basis in the Tampa, Florida area. The 
Commission’s rules provide, however, 
that this frequency pair is to be made 
available for assignment in the maritime 
mobile service on a 24-hour basis after 
existing conflicting uses by other serv¬ 
ices are removed. The conflicting police 
assignments on 2466 kc at Amarillo, 
Texas, and Memphis, Tennessee, have 
now been removed. In view of this fact, 
and the further fact that the remaining 
police assignment on 2466 kc at San 
Francisco, California, is not expected to 
cause harmful interference to the coast 
station use of this frequency at Tampa, 
Florida, and also since the ship frequency 
2009 kc is clear for 24-hour use, the fre¬ 
quency pair 2466 kc-2009 kc may now 
be made available for assignment on a 
24-hour basis in the Tampa, Florida 
area. 

2. Simultaneously with the availability 
of the frequency pair 2466 kc-2009 kc, 
the frequency pair 2550 kc (coast)-2158 
kc (ship) will become subject to certain 
limitations. Operation on the latter pair 
of frequencies will be limited to “day 
only" from April 1 to December 15, annu¬ 
ally. Such limitation will eliminate in¬ 
terference at night between Tampa and 
the Great Lakes on the frequency pair 
2550-2158 kc, which is now available 
for assignment in both areas on a 24- 


hour basis. The frequency pair 2550 kc- 
2158 kc will be available in the Tampa 
area on a 24-hour basis during the period 
of time when shipping activities on the 
Great Lakes are at a minimum, L e.. 
from December 15 to April 1, annually! 
The frequency pair 2550-2158 kc is also 
subject to the condition that harmful 
interference not be caused to the service 
of any coast station or ship station in 
the Great Lakes area to which that fre¬ 
quency pair is assigned for transmission, 

3. The proposed amendments are is¬ 
sued under the authority contained in 
section 303 (f) and (r) of the Communi¬ 
cations Act of 1934, as amended. 

4. Any interested person who Is of 
the opinion that the proposed amend¬ 
ments should not be adopted or should 
not be adopted in the form set forth 
herein, may file with the Commission on 
or before July 10, 1957, written data, 
views or briefs setting forth his com¬ 
ments. Comments in support of the 
proposed amendments may also be filed 
on or before the same date. Comments in 
reply to the original comments may be 
filed within ten days from the last day 
for filing said original data, views, or 
briefs. The Commission will consider 
all such comments prior to taking final 
action in this matter. 

5. In accordance with the provisions of 
§ 1.764 of the Commission’s rules, an 
original and fourteen copies of all state¬ 
ments, briefs, or comments filed shall be 
furnished the Commission. 

Adopted: June 6,1957. 

Released: June 10,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4805; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:51 a. m.J 


NOTICES 


POST OFFICE DEPARTMENT 

Acting Regional Real Estate Manager, 
Bureau of Facilities 

redelegation of authority with respect 

TO LEASES 

The following is the text of Order No. 
149 of the Assistant Postmaster General, 
Bureau of Facilities, dated May 24, 1957: 

(A) Pursuant to authority of Order 
No. 55734, dated September 21, 1954 (19 
F. R. 6169), authority is hereby delegated 
to Gilbert P. Mullen, Acting Regional 
Real Estate Manager, Bureau of Facili¬ 
ties. to take final action in the name of 
Ormonde A. Kieb, Assistant Postmaster 
General, Bureau of Facilities, with re¬ 
spect to the procurement of space for 
postal purposes, as follows— 

1. To make agreements for space on a 
month to month basis; or 

2. To make agreements for space for 
holiday or seasonal needs for fixed pe¬ 
riods not in excess of two months where 


the rental is not in excess of $10,000 a 
month, and to make agreements for 
space for fixed periods not in excess of 
six months to meet emergency conditions 
where the rental is not in excess of $5,000 
a month; or 

3. To make lease extension agreements 
for periods of not in excess of one year 
where the annual rental is $7,200 or less; 
or 

4. To accept proposals to lease quar¬ 
ters for postal purposes (including gar¬ 
ages and related facilities) w T hen the 
term of the lease covered by the pro¬ 
posal is for ten years or less and where 
the annual rental specified in the lease 
covered by the proposal is $7,200 or less; 
or 

5. To exercise or reject options to re¬ 
new leases where the renewal term of the 
lease under the option is for ten years 
or less, and the annual rental is $7,200 
or less; or 

6. To execute contracts or agreements 
for garage or parking space for periods 


of not in excess of one year where the 
annual rental is $7,200 or less; or 

7. To cancel contracts or agreements 
for quarters for postal purposes (includ¬ 
ing garages and related facilities) en¬ 
tered into or extended under authority 
of paragraphs 3 and 6 of this order. 

(B) The authority delegated by this 
Order shall be exercised by the Acting 
Regional Real Estate Manager covered 
only with respect to the procurement oi 
space for postal purposes in the States 
of Kansas. Nebraska and Oklahoma. 

(C) This order shall be effective June 

1,1957. , _ 

(D) This supersedes and cancels ur 
der No. 86, dated August 24, 1955 
F. R. 7947). 

(R. 6. 161, 396, as amended; sec. 1 (*>)• 63 
Stat. 1066; 5 U. S. C. 22, 133Z-15. 369) 

[seal] Abe McGregor Govt, 
General Counsel. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4787; Filed. June 12, l 0o7: 

8:48 a. m.j 
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department of the interior 

Bureau of Land Management 

Utah 

ORDER PROVIDING FOR OPENING OF PUBLIC 
LANDS 

June 4,1957. 

Pursuant to authority delegated to me 
by Order No. 541, Sec. 2.5 of the Director. 
Bureau of Land Management, approved 
April 21. 1954 (19 P. R. 2473), the fol¬ 
lowing described lands reconveyed to the 
United States in exchanges of land made 
under the provisions of section 8 of the 
Act of June 28. 1934 (48 Stat. 1269), as 
amended, are hereby restored to disposi¬ 
tion under the applicable public land 
laws as hereinafter indicated: 

Salt Lake Meridian, Utah 

T. 8 S.. H. 19 W.. 

Sec. 9: NW>4NE*4: 

Sec. 15: SW&SWft. 

T. 15 S.. R. 10 E. # 

Sec. 19: NE*4. 

The area described totals 240 acres. 
The minerals in the NW&NEV4* sec. 
19. T. 15 S. t R. 10 E. were reserved to the 
United States in the original patent and 
that subdivision has been subject to loca¬ 
tion under the United States Mining 
Laws and to application under the min¬ 
eral leasing laws. 

Information as to any mineral rights 
reconveyed to the United States is of 
record in the Land Office, Bureau of Land 
Management, 312 Federal Building, P. O. 
Box 777, Salt Lake City 10. Utah. 

The lands in T. 8 S., R. 19 W. are lo¬ 
cated six to eight miles west of Ibapah, 
Utah, partly occupies a low hill and are 
subject to gully erosion. The climate is 
too arid for dry-farming. The land in 
T. 15 S., R. 10 E. Is located six miles 
south of Price, Utah, in the bottom of a 
broad draw, with a vegetative cover of 
ereasewood predominating. 

No application for these lands will be 
allowed under the homestead, desert 
land, small tract or any other nonmin- 
cral public land law, unless the lands 
have already been classified as valuable, 
or suitable, for such type of application, 
or shall be so classified upon considera¬ 
tion of an application. Any application 
that is filed will be considered on its 
merits. The lands will not be subject to 
occupancy or disposition until they have 
>*en classified. 

Subject to any existing valid rights 
wia the requirements of applicable law. 
the lands described above are hereby 
opened to filing of applications, selec¬ 
tions, and locations in accordance with 
the following : 

a. Applications and selections under 
he nonmincr^ public land laws and 
ppiications and offers under the min- 
ai leasing laws may be presented to the 
tha!! 8ei mention ed below, beginning on 
t nn ate of order. Such applica- 
selections and offers will be con- 
creq as filed on the hour and re- 
r™ ve dates shown for the various 

Pa^ ra p°hs Umera ted in the * ollowing 

DrirV A ?l )lica tions by persons having 
DrafI existlng valid settlement rights, 
rence rights conferred by existing 
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laws, or equitable claims subject to al¬ 
lowance and confirmation will be ad¬ 
judicated on the facts presented in 
support of each claim or right. All ap¬ 
plications presented by persons other 
than those referred to in this paragraph 
will be subject to the applications and 
claims mentioned in this paragraph. 

(2) All valid applications under the 
Homestead. Desert Land, and Small 
Tract laws by qualified veterans of World 
War II or of the Korean Conflict, and by 
others entitled to preference rights un¬ 
der the act of September 27, 1944 (58 
Stat. 747; 43 U. S. C, 279-284), as 
amended, presented prior to 10:00 a. m. 
on July 10, 1957, will be considered as 
simultaneously filed at that hour. Rights 
under such preference right applications 
filed after that hour and before 10:00 
a. m. on October 9, 1957, will be governed 
by the time of filing. 

(3) All valid applications and selec¬ 
tions under the non-mineral public land 
laws, other than those coming under 
paragraphs (1) and (2) above, and ap¬ 
plications and offers under the mineral 
leasing laws, presented prior to 10:00 
a. m. on October 9, 1957, will be con¬ 
sidered as simultaneously filed at that 
hour. Rights under such applications 
and selections filed after that hour will 
be governed by the time of filing. 

b. The land will be open to location 
under the United States mining laws, 
beginning 10:00 a. m. on October 9, 1957. 

Persons claiming veteran’s preference 
rights under paragraph a (2) above must 
enclose with their applications proper 
evidence of military or naval service, 
preferably a complete photostatic copy 
of the certificate of honorable discharge. 
Persons claiming preference rights based 
upon valid settlement, statutory prefer¬ 
ence, or equitable claims must enclose 
properly corroborated statements in 
support of their applications, setting 
forth all facts relevant to their claims. 
Detailed rules and regulations governing 
applications which may be filed pursuant 
to this notice can be found in Title 43 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations. 

Inquiries concerning these lands shall 
be addressed to the Manager, Land 
Office. Bureau of Land Management, 312 
Federal Building, P. O. Box 777, Salt 
Lake City 10, Utah. 

Val B. Richman. 

State Supervisor , 

(F. R. Doc. 57-4772; Piled, June 12. 1957; 

8:45 a. m.J 


(Serial No. Idaho 07319] 

Idaho 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

June 4, 1957. 

The Department of Agriculture has 
filed an application, Serial No. Idaho 
07319, for the withdrawal of the lands 
described below, from all forms of appro¬ 
priation under the General Mining Laws, 
subject to valid existing claims. The ap¬ 
plicant. desires the land for a Forest 
Service administrative site within the 
Payette National Forest. 
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For a period of thirty days from the 
date of publication of this notice, per¬ 
sons having cause may present their ob¬ 
jections in writing to the undersigned 
official of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment. Department of the Interior, P. O. 
Box 2237, Boise, Idaho. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Boise Meridian, Idaho 
m’coy ranch administrative site 
T. 19 N. t R. 11 E. (Unsurveyed), 

sec. 4 , n*/ 2 ne*/ 4 nwv4. sw»4nev;nw«$, 
NWV 4 SENW*4, SW*4NW«4. S'iNW^ 
NWV 4 , NE *4 N W J /4 NW'/ 4 , NW' / 4 NW »4 

sw y 4 ; 

Sec. 5. SE*4SE«4NEV4. NEftSEft. 

T. 20 N.. R. 11 E. (Unsurveyed), 

Sec. 33. SE‘4SW»i. 

This area includes 210 acres. 

Nolan F. Keil, 
Acting State Supervisor . 

(F. R. Doc. 57-4773; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:45 a. m.J 


Oregon 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

JUNE 5, 1957. 

The Department of the Army, Corps of 
Engineers has filed an application. Serial 
No. Oregon 05274, for the withdrawal of 
the lands described below, subject to 
valid existing rights, from all forms of 
appropriation under the public land 
laws. 

The applicant desires the land for use 
by the Department of the Air Force for 
public housing in connection with the 
Klamath Falls Municipal Airport. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all persons 
who wish to submit comments, sugges¬ 
tions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior. 1001 
Northeast Lloyd Boulevard, P. O. Box 
3861, Portland 8. Oregon. 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Willamette Meridian, Oregon 

T. 39 S., R. 9 E„ 

Sec. 34; SW^NW^. 

40.00 acres. 

Elton M. Hattan, 
Acting State Supervisor. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-4774; Filed, June 12, 1957; 

8:45 a. m.J 
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NOTICES 


Oregon 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL AND 
RESERVATION OF LANDS 

May 29,1957. 

The Bureau of Land Management, De¬ 
partment of the Interior has filed an 
application, Serial No. Oregon 05521, for 
the withdrawal of the lands described 
below, from all forms of appropriation 
under the public land laws excepting 
grazing permits under the Taylor 
Grazing Act (48 Stat. 1269) as amended. 

The applicant desires the land for an 
administrative site for management of 
the Federal range, including range im¬ 
provements, range survey, and fire 
control. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, all per¬ 
sons who wish to submit comments, sug¬ 
gestions, or objections in connection with 
the proposed withdrawal may present 
their views in writing to the undersigned 
officer of the Bureau of Land Manage¬ 
ment, Department of the Interior. 

If circumstances warrant it. a public 
hearing will be held at a convenient time 
and place, which will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
the application will be published in the 
Federal Register. A separate notice will 
be sent to each interested party of record. 

The lands involved in the application 
are: 

Willamette Meridian, Oregon 

T. 33 S.,R.32% E.. 

Sec. 1: Lots 1, 2 , SW%NE%. 

Approximately 116.12 acres 

Elton M. Hattan, 
Lands and Minerals Officer . 

IF. R. Doc. 57-4775; Filed, June 12. 1957; 

8:45 a. m.j 


[Classification Order 17) 

Wyoming 

small tract classification 

1. Pursuant to authority delegated to 
me by the Wyoming State Supervisor, 
Bureau of Land Management, under Part 
II of Order of Delegation filed November 
21, 1956 (21 F. R. 9147), I hereby classify 
under the Small Tract Act of June 1, 
1938 (52 Stat. 609, 43 USC 682a) as 
amended, the following described public 
lands in Carbon County, Wyoming for 
lease and sale for business and/or 
residence purposes: 

Sixth Principal Meridian, Wyoming 

T. 21 N..R. 88 W. 

Section 24. Lots 23-49, Inclusive, S%SE% 
NE%. 

containing 150.90 acres and comprising 
30 small tracts. Fourteen applications 
from persons entitled to preference 
under 43 CFR 257.5 (a) have been filed. 

2. Classification of the above de¬ 
scribed lands by this order segregates 
them from all appropriations, including 
locations under the mining laws, except 
as to applications under the Small Tract 
Act and the Mineral Leasing Laws. 


3. The lands are located approxi¬ 
mately three-fourths of a mile west of 
Rawlins, Wyoming. Lots 25-48 front on 
U. S. Highway 30, which traverses the 
area from Northeast to Southwest, and 
the remaining tracts are approximately 
one-eighth mile from the highway. The 
climate is semi-arid. Topography varies 
from gently sloping to moderately 
broken in a few places. The soil is 
shallow, with a sparse vegetative cover 
of short grasses and shrubs. Well water 
has been obtained in the vicinity at a 
depth of approximately 240 feet. Lots 
25 to 36, north of the highway are trav¬ 
ersed by a power line, and Lots 37 to 48, 
south of the highway are crossed by a 
telephone line. All community services 
are available in Rawlins. A proposed 
inter-state highway over the existing 
right-of-way will be a limited access 
freeway, and points of highway access 
to the tracts classified herein will be sub¬ 
ject to determination by the State High¬ 
way Department. 

4. The individual tracts vary in size 
from 4.40 to 5.60 acres, subject to deduc¬ 
tions from the useable area for right-of- 
way purposes, as shown below. An offi¬ 
cial plat of survey showing the location 
of each tract bearing a designated lot 
number may be obtained for $1.00 from 
the Manager, Land Office, U. S. Bureau 
of Land Management, P. O. Box 929, 
Cheyenne, Wyoming. 

The appraised value of the tracts is 
as follows: 

Lot 23. 8%SE«,4NB%.—. $250 

Lots 25-27, 49.. 300 

Lot 28..-.. 375 

Lots 29-48....- 500 

The annual rental for combined resi¬ 
dence and business site leases shall be in 
accordance with paragraph 2 (c) as 
printed on the reverse side of lease form 
4-776, with a minimum of one-twentieth 
of the appraised value of the tract. 

The annual rental for leases issued for 
residence only shall be one-twentieth of 
the appraised value of the tract. 

All rentals shall be payable in advance 
for the full lease period. 

Lots 24 and 32 shall be leased and sold 
as one unit. 

In the S^jSE^NEVi, leases will issue 
for aliquot parts of the Section, in tracts 
approximately 330 x 660 feet in size, with 
the long axes extending from North to 
South. 

The leases will be subject to all existing 
rights-of-way, and to additional rights- 
of-way for public utilities and access 
road purposes as follows: 

50 feet adjacent to existing right-of-way for 
U. S. Highway 30, through Lots 25-48, in¬ 
clusive. 

33% feet adjacent to the east quarter-quar¬ 
ter section line, through Lots 25, 48 and 49. 
33% feet adjacent to the west boundary of 
Section 24, through Lots 23. 36 and 37. 
16% feet adjacent to either side of the north 
to south center section line, through Lots 
28. 29. 44, 45 and 49. 

16% feet adjacent to either side of the west 
quarter-quarter section line, through Lots 
23, 24, 32. 33, 40 and 41. 

33% feet Adjacent to the north and south 
boundaries of the S%SE%NE% and the 
west boundary of the W%SW%8E%NE%. 
30 feet adjacent to the west boundary of the 
W % 8E % SEV4 NE % and the east boundary 
of the E%SWV4SE%NE%. 


5. Leases will issue in the case of com¬ 
bined business and residence sites for 
five years, and for three years in the case 
of residence sites only, and will contain 
an optio n to purchase in accordance with 
43 CFR 257.13. Lessees who comply with 
the general terms and conditions of their 
leases will be permitted to purchase 
their tracts at the prices listed above, 
providing that during the period of their 
leases they either (a) construct the im- 
provements specified in paragraph 7, or 
(b) file a copy of an agreement in ac¬ 
cordance with 43 CFR 257.13 (d). Lease 
will be renewable at the discretion of 
the Bureau of Land Management and the 
renewal lease will be subject to such 
terms and conditions as are deemed nec¬ 
essary in light of the circumstances and 
regulations existing at the time of re¬ 
newal. However, a lease will not be re- 
newable unless failure to construct the 
required improvements is justified under 
the circumstances and non-renewal 
would work an extreme hardship on the 
lessee. 

Disposal of the lands will be subject to 
reservation of all minerals to the United 
States. 

6. Persons who have previously ac¬ 
quired a tract under the Small Tract Act 
are not qualified to secure a tract at the 
drawing unless they can make a show¬ 
ing satisfactory to the Bureau of Land 
Management that the acquisition of an¬ 
other is warranted in the circumstances. 

7. The improvements referred to in 
Paragraph 5 above, must conform with 
health, sanitation and construction re¬ 
quirements of local laws and regulations, 
and must, in addition, meet the following 
standards. All buildings are to be con¬ 
structed in a workmanlike manner out 
of substantial materials suitable to the 
surroundings, and affixed to a permanent 
foundation. Concrete piers are not ac¬ 
ceptable as foundations. All external 
surfaces shall be properly finished. 
Business establishment structures shall 
contain not less than 600 square feet of 
floor space, and residences shall have 
not less than 400 square feet. Suitable 
sanitation facilities are required in every 
case. 

8. Beginning at 10:00 a. m. on June 

14, 1957, the lands will be open to filing 
of drawing-entry cards (Form 4-775> 
only, by persons entitled to veterans' 
preference. In brief, persons entitled 
to such preference are (a) honorably 
discharged veterans who served in the 
armed forces of the United States for a 
period of at least 90 days after Septem¬ 
ber 15, 1940, (b) surviving spouse or 
minor orphan children of such veterans, 
and (c) with the consent of the veteran, 
the spouse of living veterans. The 93 
day requirement does not apply t° vet “ 
erans who were discharged on account 
of wounds or disability incurred in tne 
line of duty or the surviving spouse or 
minor children of veterans killed in tne 
line of duty. Drawing entry cards (Form 
4-775) are available upon request from 
the Manager, Land Office, Bureau o 
Land Management, Box 929, Cheyenne, 
Wyoming. , 

Drawing entry cards will be accept 
if filled out in compliance with the in¬ 
structions on the form and with 
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above named official prior to the close 
of business on September 16, 1957. A 
drawing will be held shortly thereafter. 
Any person who submits more than one 
card will be declared ineligible to par¬ 
ticipate in the drawing. Tracts will be 
assigned to entrants in the order that 
their names are drawn. All entrants 
will be notified of the results of the 
drawing. Successful entrants will be 
sent copies of the lease forms (Form 
4-776). with instructions as to their 
execution and return and as tc payment 
of fees and rentals. 

9. All valid applications filed prior to 
10:00 a. in. January 27, 1956, will be 
granted the preference right provided 
for by 43 CFR 257.5 (a), providing that 
within 30 days from receipt of notice to 
do so. the applicants conform their ap¬ 
plications to describe tracts in accord¬ 
ance with the official plat of survey. In 
the case of conflicts among statutory 
preference applicants, the time of filing 
shall govern. 

10. Inquiries concerning these lands 
shall be addressed to the Manager, Land 
Office, Bureau of Land Management, 
P. O. Box 929, Cheyenne, Wyoming. 

Eugene L. Schmidt, 
Lands and Minerals Officer. 

[P. R. Doc. 57-4776: Filed, June 12. 1957; 

8:46 a. m.) 


Arkansas 

NOTICE OF PROPOSED WITHDRAWAL 

June 7, 1957. 

The Department of Agriculture has 
filed an application. Serial No. BLM 
044496, for the withdrawal of certain 
areas of public domain lands within the 
Ouachita National Forest, from location 
and entry, under the United States Min¬ 
ing Laws, subject to valid existing rights. 

The land comprised the Mine Creek 
Recreation Area. It consists of a swim¬ 
ming pool, impounded by a concrete 
dam, and surrounding public use 
grounds. The area is highly scenic and 
has important public recreation values. 
Mining activity within the area would be 
likely to soil the stream, spoil the pool, 
and seriously disturb the scenic beauty. 

For a period of 30 days from the date 
of publication of this notice, persons 
having cause may present their objec¬ 
tions in writing to the undersigned offi¬ 
cial of the Bureau of Land Management, 
^ e, D rtment °* Interior » Washington 

If circumstances warrant it, a public 
hearing will be announced. 

The determination of the Secretary on 
joe application will be published in the 
J^deral Register, a separate notice will 
oe sent to each party of record. 

The lands involved in this application 

are: 

Fifth Principal Meridian, Arkansas 
T 3 3., R. 28 W^ 

3ec.31,S»/ a ; 

32. SW«/ 4 , 

The area described contains 504.22 
acres. 

H. K. Scholl, 

Manager. 

1F - R Doc. 57-4777: Filed, June 12, 1957; 

8:46 a. in.| 
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Office of the Secretary 

(Order 2753. Amdt. 2J 

Bonneville Power Administration 

MARKETING OF ELECTRIC POWER AND 
ENERGY 

This amendment supersedes Amend¬ 
ment No. 1 of Order No. 2753 (22 F. R. 
1090) and is issued for the purpose of 
including in the list appearing in Sec¬ 
tion 1 an additional source of electric 
power and energy—Cougar Dam. The 
order as amended reads as follows: 

Section 1. Designation as marketing 
agency. The Bonneville Power Adminis¬ 
tration is designated as the agency to 
market available surplus electric power 
and energy generated at the sources 
specified in this section pursuant to the 
specific statutory authority as to each 
project. 

(a) Bonneville Project, pursuant to 
the act of August 20, 1937 (50 Stat. 731), 
as amended; 

(b) McNary Dam and Ice Harbor Dam. 
pursuant to the act of March 2. 1945 (59 
Stat. 10); 

<c> Hungry Horse Dam, pursuant to 
the act of June 5. 1944 (58 Stat. 270); 

(d) The following sources, pursuant to 
the act of December 22, 1944 (58 Stat. 
887): 

Albenl Falls Dam. 

Big Cliff Dam. f 

Chief Joseph Dam. 

Detroit Dam. 

Dexter Dam. 

Lookout Point Dam. 

The Dalles Dam. 

Hills Creek Dam. 

Cougar Dam. 

(e) The following sources, pursuant to 
the Federal Reclamation laws (act of 
June 17, 1902, 32 Stat. 388, and acts 
amendatory thereof or supplementary 
thereto): 

Grand Coulee Dam. 

Chandler Power Plant. Kennewick Division, 
Yakima Project. 

Roza Power Plant, Roza Division, Yakima 
Project. 

Sec. 2. Contracts. The Bonneville 
Power Administrator may, subject to 
the applicable statutes, enter into con¬ 
tracts for the sale or interchange of 
electric power ancL energy in the per¬ 
formance of the functions assigned by 
section 1 of this order. The Bonneville 
Power Administrator may, in writing, 
redelegate to officers and employees of 
the Administration the authority granted 
in this section, and he may authorize 
written redelegations of such authority. 

Sec. 3. Revocation. Orders Nos. 1994 
(9 F. R. 11966) and 2115 as amended (10 
F. R. 14211; 11 F. R. 8830; 17 F. R.; 5197; 
18 F. R. 2831) are revoked. 

(Sec. 2. Reorganization Plan No. 3 of 1950; 
6 U. S. C.. sec. 133&-15, note) 

Fred A. Seaton, 
Secretary of the Interior. 

June 7, 1957. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-4778; Filed. June 12, 1957; 

8:46 a. m.J 
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE 

Office of the Secretary 

Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis 

order vacating designation as contract 
market 

Pursuant to the authorization and di¬ 
rection contained in section 7 of the 
Commodity Exchange Act (7 U. S. C. 
1952 ed. 11), formerly cited as the Grain 
Futures Act, I hereby order the vaca¬ 
tion of the designation as a contract 
market under the said act of the Mer¬ 
chants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Missouri, 
effective on August 31, 1957, the said con¬ 
tract market having requested that its 
designation as a contract market be 
vacated. 

Copies of the said request and of this 
order shall be sent to all other contract 
markets. 

Issued this 10th day of June 1957. 

LsealI Earl L. Butz. 

Acting Secretary of Agriculture. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-4820; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:55 a. m.J 


Arkansas 

DESIGNATION OF AREA FOR PRODUCTION 
EMERGENCY LOANS 

For the purpose of making produc¬ 
tion emergency loans pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 2 (a) of Public Law 38, 81st Congress 
(12 U. S. C. 1148a-2 (a)), as amended, 
it has been determined that in the fol¬ 
lowing counties in the State of Arkansas 
a production disaster has caused a need 
for agricultural credit not readily avail¬ 
able from commercial banks, cooperative 
lending agencies, or other responsible 
sources. 

Arkansas 

Conway. Poinsett. 

Franklin. Sebastian. 

Mississippi. Yell. 

Perry. 

Pursuant to the authority set forth 
above, production emergency loans will 
not be made In the above-named coun¬ 
ties after December 31, 1957, except to 
applicants who previously received such 
assistance and who can qualify under 
established policies and procedures. 

Done at Washington, D. C., this 10th 
day of June 1957. 

[seal] Earl L. Butz, 

Acting Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4821; Filed. June 12, 1957; 

8:55 a. m.J 


CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD 

I Docket No. 7132 J 

International Freight Forwarder 
Investigation 

NOTICE OF ORAL ARGUMENT 

Notice is hereby given, pursuant to 
the provisions of the Civil Aeronautics 
Act of 1938, as amended, that oral argu¬ 
ment in the above-entitled proceeding 
is assigned to be held on June 26, 1957, 
at 10:00 a. m.. e. d. s. t. f in Room 5042, 
Commerce Building, Constitution Ave- 
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nue, between 14th and 15th Streets NW., 
Washington, D. C., before the Board. 

Dated at Washington, D. C., June 7, 
1957. 

[seal] Francis W. Brown, 

Chief Examiner . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4817; Filed. June 12, 1957; 
8:54 a. m. J 


Air Traffic Conference of America 

INTENTION TO APPROVE AGREEMENT 

June 10,1957. 

Notice of intention to approve an 
agreement (CAB No. 7548-A24) relat¬ 
ing to the no-show control plan resolu¬ 
tion adopted by the members of the Air 
Traffic Conference of America. 

Notice is hereby given of the Civil 
Aeronautics Board’s intent to approve an 
agreement between the members of the 
Air Traffic Conference of America relat¬ 
ing to procedures governing passenger 
reservations and ticketing procedures 
and the assessment of a no-show penalty. 
The principal features of the agreement 
are set forth in the following Explanatory 
Statement. Interested persons may sub¬ 
mit written comments on such agree¬ 
ment, in triplicate, addressed to the Sec¬ 
retary, Civil Aeronautics Board, Wash¬ 
ington 25, D. C. All relevant matter in 
communications received on or before 
July 3, 1957, will be considered by the 
Board before taking final action on the 
agreement. 

By the Civil Aeronautics Board. 

[seal] M. C. Mulligan, 

Secretary . 

Explanatory statement. The members 
of the Air Traffic Conference of America 
(ATC) filed with the Board on April 18, 

1957, pursuant to section 412 of the Civil 
Aeronautics Act, an agreement embody¬ 
ing various resolutions adopted by them 
which pertain principally to passenger 
reservations and ticketing procedures 
and the assessment of a no-show penalty. 
These rules and their effective dates are 
as follows: 

Subject and Effective Date 

Time Limit and Ticketing Arrangements; 
June I, 1957. 

ReconArmatlon; July 14. 1957. 

No-Show Penalty; September 15,1957. 

Other related resolutions adopted con¬ 
currently include, inter alia, (1) action 
to be taken by the Revenue Accounting 
and Audit Committees under the pro¬ 
gram; (2) the issuance of instructions 
about the agreement to travel agents and 
commercial ticketing.accounts; and (3) 
the collection of penalties by agents. 
The agreement by its terms is to expire 
“effective 90 days after the Spring 1958 
regular meeting of the Air Traffic Con¬ 
ference, but no later than August 1, 

1958. ” 

The principal provisions of each part 
of the program are noted below: 

1. Time limit and ticketing arrange¬ 
ments. This rule provides, inter alia, 
that when a reservation is confirmed be¬ 
fore 12 noon of the last normal business 


day 1 * 3 before departure, the passenger 
must secure his confirmed ticket" by 
12:01 a. m. of the day of departure, or 
six hours before departure, whichever is 
earlier. When space is confirmed after 
12 noon of the last normal business day 
before departure, a passenger must se¬ 
cure his confirmed ticket no later than 
30 minutes before scheduled flight de¬ 
parture time.* The failure of a passen¬ 
ger to abide by these time limits results 
in cancellation of his reservation. 

2. Reconfirmation. This rule is appli¬ 
cable to ticketed passengers only and 
provides that: 

Each participating carrier will: 

(a) Cancel the reservation (Including the 
complete remaining itinerary) of any passen¬ 
ger: 

(i) From the point of origin named on 
the first flight coupon of his ticket or ex¬ 
change order if same was not issued at such 
point; or 

(ii) From any other boarding point named 
on subsequent flight coupons of his ticket— 

(b) Provided: 

(i) The passenger's planned arrival at 
such point is on a date earlier than his 
scheduled flight departure date and there 
is at least 12 hours between his planned ar¬ 
rival and his scheduled departure; or 

(ii) The passenger’s arrival at such point 
is indefinite because he has not determined 
his means of arriving transportation and so 
advised the carrier at least six (6) hours be¬ 
fore his scheduled departure time from each 
point— 

(c) Unless the passenger reconfirms his 
Intention to use hisweservation by communi¬ 
cating with a reservations or ticket office 
Of the carrier at such point at least six (6) 
hours before his scheduled flight departure 
time. 

3. No-show penalty. The rule pro¬ 
vides, inter alia, that “Whenever a pas¬ 
senger fails to use the reservation re¬ 
corded on the first or first remaining 
confirmed flight coupon of his ticket, 
he will be assessed a $3.00 penalty if the 
reservation called for service via a Mem¬ 
ber other than a Helicopter Operator and 
assessed a $1.00 penalty if the reservation 
called for service via a Helicopter Oper¬ 
ator.” 

ATC has informed the Board that the 
various parts of the program represent, 
in fact, a single proposal and are not 
separable. 

The Board has heretofore expressed 
Its interest in efforts of the airline to 
solve or minimize the no-show problem 
and, upon consideration of the agree¬ 
ment, has tentatively concluded that it 
should be approved. However, the 
Board would retain jurisdiction over the 
arrangement and would obtain periodic 
reports from the members of the Air 
Traffic Conference so that, if necessary. 


1 All days except Sundays and Legal Local 
Holidays. 

* The resolution Btates: “A passenger meets 
the requirement of securing his confirmed 
ticket by purchasing a ticket which indicates 
his reserved space, or by making a deposit of 
at least 20% of fare applicable to first flight 
segment to be covered by his ticket, or by 
having his previously issued ticket revali¬ 
dated or reissued to reflect his reserved space, 
subject to a minimum of $3.00.'* 

3 This rule Is substantially the same as the 
one approved by the Board on August 17, 
1956 (Order No. E-10544), except for the 
addition of the new “30-minute" limitation. 


it could impose any conditions and limi¬ 
tations on the approval which might 
be warranted by experience under the 
agreement. The introduction of the pro¬ 
gram would have important conse¬ 
quences for the traveling public, the car- 
riers and the Board. Therefore, the 
Board believes that before issuing a de¬ 
cision a further period of 21 days should 
be allowed for the filing of comments by 
interested persons. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-4822; Filed, June 12, 1957; 

8:56 a. m.J 


FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

(Docket No. 7634 etc.; FCC 67—591J 
Robert Burdette et al. 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATION FOR 
HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re applications of Robert Burdette, 
San Fernando, California, Docket No. 
7634, File No. BP-4799; Charles R. Bram- 
lett, Torrance, California, Docket No. 
11978, File No. BP-9833; KCBQ, Inc. 
(KCBQ) San Diego, California, Docket 
No. 11980, File No. BP-10729; Latin- 
American Broadcasting Corporation, 
Monterey Park, California, Docket No. 
11981, File No. BP-10811; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C. on the 6th day of 
June 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration a petition filed by KCBQ, Inc. 
on May 15, 1957, for severance of the 
hearing of its application from the now 
scheduled hearing upon the others of 
the above-entitled application; and 

It appearing that by an order dated 
May 29, 1957, Hearing Examiner H. Gif¬ 
ford Irion accepted an amendment to 
the KCBQ application which proposes 
to increase daytime power to 50 kw and 
to make changes in the directional an¬ 
tenna system; and 

It further appearing that the opera¬ 
tion of Station KCBQ as proposed in 
the amended application does not involve 
objectionable interference to any of the 
other above-entitled applications; and 

It further appearing that neither the 
Broadcast Bureau nor any of the parties 
to this proceeding object to the grant of 
the subject petition; and 

It further appearing that Radio 
Orange County, Inc., an applicant whose 
timely filed application is mutually ex¬ 
clusive with all of the above entitled ap¬ 
plications except KCBQ in its comments, 
which although not timely filed have 
been considered, does not object to the 
grant of the subject petition provided 
Issue No. 5, which deals with the overlap 
of the 2 mv/m contour of the existing 
and proposed operations of KCBQ a» d 
the 25 mv/m contour of the application 
proposed by Charles R. Bramlett not oe 
deleted; and . 

It further appearing that in the ab¬ 
sence of any showing by Radio Orange 
County, Inc., that such overlap wouja 
exist, and in face of the showing maa 
by KCBQ. Inc., that such overlap wouw 
not exist, and the apparent agreeme 
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of the Broadcast Bureau with this show- 
ing. no reason exists for retaining Issue 
No. 5; and 

It further appearing that the hearing 
date for the above-entitled proceeding is 
June 10, 1957, but because of the fact 
that two applicants have not as yet been 
designated for hearing in the consoli¬ 
dated proceeding, and further, because 
of the fact that there are pending peti¬ 
tions to enlarge issues with respect to 
the Los Angeles area applications it is 
evident that a hearing upon such other 
applications may be postponed for some 
indefinite period of time and that the 
hearing itself may be protracted; and 

It further appearing that under the 
circumstances there appears to be no 
reason to maintain the application of 
KCBQ. Inc. in the consolidated proceed¬ 
ing with the other applications and a 
severance of the hearing upon its appli¬ 
cation will simplify the issues in the 
hearing and permit KCBQ to proceed to 
the hearing as scheduled on June 10, 
1957; 

It is ordered. That the petition of 
KCBQ. Inc., for severance of the hearing 
of its application from the now sched¬ 
uled hearing is granted; 

It is further ordered, That the hearing 
upon this application of KCBQ, Inc. will 
be held upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which may be expected to gain 
or lose primary service from the pro¬ 
posed operation of Station KCBQ, and 
the availability of other primary service 
to such areas and populations. 

2. To determine whether the proposed 
operation of Station KCBQ would involve 
objectionable interference with stations 
KRKD and KFSG, Los Angeles. Cali¬ 
fornia, or any other existing standard 
broadcast stations, and, if so, the nature 
and extent thereof, the areas and popu¬ 
lations affected thereby, and the avail¬ 
ability of other primary service to such 
areas and populations. 

3. To determine whether the trans¬ 
mitter site proposed by KCBQ, Inc., 
would be satisfactory. 

4. To determine whether the antenna 
system proposed by KCBQ, Inc. would 
constitute a hazard to air navigation. 

3. To determine whether the 2 mv/m 
contour of the proposed operation would 
overlap the 25 mv/m contours of Stations 
KFSG and KRKD. 

It is further ordered, That Continental 
telecasting Corporation, licensee of Sta- 
*on KRKD and Echo Park Evangelistic 
Association, licensee of Station KFSG, 
aje made parties to the proceeding. 
Released: June 7, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

iseal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

1P ‘ R. Doc. 57-4806: Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:52 a. m.j 


(Docket No. 11588 etc.; FCC 57M-548J 
Joseph M. Ripley, Inc., et al. 

° Der scheduling prehearing conference 

t n ? lr ® applications of Joseph M. Ripley. 
c *. Jacksonville. Florida, Docket No. 
No. 114- 3 


11588, File No. BP-9788: Robert Heck- 
sher, Jacksonville. Florida, Docket No. 
11777, File No. BP-10255; Dan Richard¬ 
son. Orange Park, Florida. Docket No. 
11999, File No. BP-10697; for construc¬ 
tion permits. 

It is ordered , This 6th day of June 
1957, that all parties, or their attorneys, 
are directed to appear for a pre-hearing 
conference, pursuant to the provisions of 
§ 1.813 of the Commission’s rules, at the 
Commission’s offices in Washington, 
D. C„ at 10:00 a. m.. July 2, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-4807; Filed. June 12, 1957; 
8:52 a. m.j 


(Docket No. 12000; FCC 57-603J 

Certain Class B FM 
Broadcast Stations 

REVISED TENTATIVE ALLOCATION PLAN 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 6th day of 
June 1957; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration a proposal to amend the Revised 
Tentative Allocation Plan for Class B FM 
Broadcast Stations; and 

It appealing that Notice of Proposed 
Rule Making (FCC 57-275) setting forth 
the above amendment was issued by the 
Commission on April 18, 1957 and was 
duly published in the Federal Register 
(22 F. R. 2870), which notice provided 
that interested parties might file state¬ 
ments or briefs with respect to the said 
amendment on or before May 27, 1957; 
and 

It further appearing that no comments 
were received either favoring or opposing 
the proposed amendment; 

It further appearing that the immedi¬ 
ate adoption of the proposed amendment 
would facilitate action on an applica¬ 
tion (File No. BPH-2196) for a new FM 
broadcast station in Oxnard, California, 
to operate on Channel 284; 

It further appearing that authority for 
the adoption of the proposed amendment 
is contained in sections 4 (i). 301.303 (c), 
(d>, (f), and (r), and 307 (b) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended. 

It is ordered. That effective immedi¬ 
ately, the Revised Tentative Allocation 
Plan for Class B FM Broadcast Stations 
is amended as follows in respect to the 
following listed cities: 


General area 

% 

Channel) 

Delete 

Add 

Oxnard, Calif. 


284 

236 

273 

Santa Barbara, Calif. 

284 

236 

Santa Maria, Calif. 


Released: June 10, 1957. 


Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris. 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4808; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:52 a. m.j 


(Docket No. 12033; FCC 57-5941 
WBBF, Inc. 

ORDER CONTINUING ORAL ARGUMENT 

In re application of WBBF. Inc. 
(WBBF) Rochester. New York, Docket 
No. 12033, File No. BR-1906; for renewal 
of license. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C. on the 6th day of 
June 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration its Memorandum Opinion 
and Order herein, released May 29, 1957. 
designating the instant matter for oral 
argument to be held before the Commis¬ 
sion en banc on June 13,1957; 

It is ordered. That the date for said 
oral argument is rescheduled for 10:00 
a. m., Friday, July 12,1957. 

Released: June 10, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

(F. R. Doc. 57-4809, Filed. June 12, 1957; 
8:52 a. m.j 


(Docket No. 12035] 

Lane Cab Co. 
order to show cause 

In the matter of Clifford Lester Lane, 
Jr., d/b as Lane Cab Company, Cordele, 
Georgia, Docket No. 12035; order to show 
cause why the license for Taxicab Radio 
Station KIK 504 should not be revoked. 

There being' under consideration the 
matter of certain alleged violations of 
the Commission’s rules in connection 
with the operation of Taxicab Radio Sta¬ 
tion KIK 504, licensed to Clifford Lester 
Lane, Jr., d/b as Lane Cab Company, 
402 Twelfth Avenue West, Cordele, 
Georgia; 

It appearing that pursuant to § 1.401 
of the Commission’s rules, notices of vio¬ 
lations of the Commission’s rules con¬ 
cerning the operation of such radio 
station were mailed to the licensee as 
follows: 

(a) Notice dated November 9, 1956, 
specifying, among other things ; that said 
licensee violated § 16.152 by failing to 
transmit proper station identification; 
§ 16.154, by failing to use licensed radio 
operators at all times; § 16.156, by fail¬ 
ing to affix required identification cards 
to mobile units; and § 16.160, by failing 
to maintain record of required transmit¬ 
ter measurements and a record of the 
names of persons responsible for opera¬ 
tion of the base station; and 

(b) Notice dated December 13, 1956, 
specifying that said licensee had failed 
to comply with § 16.159 of the Commis¬ 
sion’s rules by failing to respond to the 
above-mentioned notice dated November 
9, 1956; and 

It further appearing that despite a 
letter of warning sent to the licensee by 
certified mail on April 26, 1957, and re¬ 
ceived by the licensee’s agent and post¬ 
marked May 1, 1957, in which the above- 
mentioned violations were specified 
again, and the licensee was requested to 
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notify the Commission within fifteen 
(15) days from the receipt of such letter 
of the steps taken to bring the operation 
of the radio station into compliance with 
the Commission’s rules, to date no ex¬ 
planation or other response has been 
received from the licensee: 

It is ordered , This 6th day of June 
1957, pursuant to the provisions of sec¬ 
tion 312 (a) (2), (4) and (c) of the 
Communications Act of 1934, as amend¬ 
ed, that the said Clifford Lester Lane, 
Jr., show cause why the aforesaid taxi¬ 
cab radio station license should not be 
revoked and appear and give evidence in 
respect thereto at a hearing 1 to be held 
at the offices of the Commission in Wash¬ 
ington, D. C.. commencing at 10:00 a. m. 
on the 29th day of July 1957, and 

It is further ordered , That the Secre¬ 
tary send a copy of this Order by Certi¬ 
fied Mail—Return Receipt Requested to 
the said Clifford Lester Lane, Jr., d/b as 
Lane Cab Company, Cordele, Georgia. 

Released: June 7, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IP. R. Doc. 57-4810; Piled. June 12, 1957; 
8:52 a. m.] 


[Docket No. 120361 
Excursion Inlet Packing Co. 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

In the matter of Excursion Inlet Pack¬ 
ing Company, Seattle, Washington, 
Docket No. 12036; order to show cause 
why the license for Alaska Public Fixed 
and Public Coast Radio Station KWO 
70 should not be revoked. 

There being under consideration the 
matter of certain alleged violations of 
the Commission’s Rules in connection 
with the operation of Alaska Public Fixed 
and Public Coast II-AB Radio Station 
KWO 70, licensed to Excursion Inlet 
Packing Company, Inc., mailing address 


5 Section 1.402 of the Commission’s rules 
provides that in order to have the oppor¬ 
tunity to appear before the Commission at 
the time and place specified in an order to 
show cause, a licensee shall within thirty 
(30) days from the date of the receipt of a 
show cause order submit a written statement 
informing the Commission whether said li¬ 
censee will appear at the designated hearing 
and present evidence upon the matters speci¬ 
fied, or whether the rights to such a hear¬ 
ing are waived. Waiver of the hearing may 
be accompanied by a statement setting forth 
the reasons why the licensee believes that 
an order of revocation should not be Issued. 
A waiver unaccompanied by such a state¬ 
ment will be deemed to be an admission of 
the allegations specified in the order to 
show cause. Failure to respond to a show 
cause order within the above-mentioned 
thirty (30) day period, or, having informed 
the Commission in writing within the above- 
mentioned thirty (30) day period that the 
licensee will appear at the hearing and pre¬ 
sent evidence upon the matter specified and 
then failing to appear at the hearing, will 
be deemed to be a waiver of the right to a 
hearing and an admission of the allegations 
specified in the order to show cause. 


c/o Northern Electric Company, Inc., 
314 Bell Street, Seattle 1, Washington, 
for operation at Excursion Inlet, Alaska; 

It appearing that pursuant to § 1.401 
of the Commission’s rules, notice of vio¬ 
lations of the Commission’s rules involv¬ 
ing the operation of such radio station 
was mailed to the licensee as follows: 

Notice dated July 12, 1956, specifying 
that said licensee violated §§ 14.115, 
7.109, and 7.313 of the Commission’s 
rules by failing to maintain record of 
required frequency measurements and to 
have available at the station copies of 
Parts 7 and 8 of the Commission’s rules; 
and 

It further appearing that by letter 
dated July 17, 1956, said licensee ac¬ 
knowledged receipt of the Notice of Vio¬ 
lations; by letter dated July 23, 1956, 
the Commission’s Engineer in Charge at 
Anchorage requested licensee to advise 
when corrective action would be taken; 
by letter dated August 16, 1956, the li¬ 
censee responded further, showing a 
partial correction of the deficiencies; by 
letter dated December 13,1956, the Com¬ 
mission’s Radio Engineer at Juneau 
called upon licensee to bring its opera¬ 
tions of KWO 70 into full compliance 
wdth the Rules and to advise the Com¬ 
mission of this fact; and 

It further appearing that despite a 
letter of warning sent to the licensee by 
certified mail on March 19, 1957, and 
received by the licensee’s agent on March 
23, 1957, in which the above-mentioned 
violations were specified again and the 
further violation of § 1.401 by failing to 
provide a satisfactory response to an 
official violation notice was also speci¬ 
fied, and the licensee was requested to 
notify the Commission within fifteen 
(15) days from date of receipt of such 
letter of the steps taken to bring the 
operation of the radio station into com¬ 
pliance with the Commission’s rules, to 
date no explanation or other response 
has been received from the licensee; 

It is ordered , This 6th da,y of June 1957, 
pursuant to the provisions of section 312 
(a) (2), (4), and (c) of the Communica¬ 
tions Act of 1934, as amended, that the 
said Excursion Inlet Packing Company 
show cause why the aforesaid Alaska 
Public Fixed and Public Coast II-AB 
Radio Station license for KWO 70 should 
not be revoked and appear and give evi¬ 
dence in respect thereto at a hearing 1 
to be held at the offices of the Commis¬ 
sion in Washington, D. C., commencing 
at 10:00 a. m. on the 9th day of Septem¬ 
ber 1957, and 

It is further ordered , That the Secre¬ 
tary send a copy of this Order by Certi¬ 
fied Mail—Return Receipt Requested to 
the said Excursion Inlet Packing Com¬ 
pany, % Northern Electric Company, 
Inc., 314 Bell Street, Seattle 1, Washing¬ 
ton. 

Released: June7,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[jseal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4811; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:53 a. m.J 


[Docket Nos. 12045,12046; FCC 57-595] 

Delta Television Corp. and Greenwood 
Broadcasting Co., Inc. 

order designating applications for con¬ 
solidated hearing on stated issues 

In re applications of Delta Television 
Corporation, Greenwood, Mississippi, 
Docket No. 12045, File No. BPCT-2204; 
Greenwood Broadcasting Company, Inc., 
Greenwood, Mississippi, Docket No. 
12046, File No. BPCT-2224; for construc¬ 
tion permits for new television stations. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices 
in Washington, D. C. on the 6th day of 
June 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions, each requesting a construction 
permit for a new television broadcast 
station to operate on Channel 6 in Green¬ 
wood, Mississippi; and 
It appearing that the above-captioned 
applications are mutually exclusive in 
that operation by more than one of the 
applicants would result in mutually 
destructive interference; and 
It further appearing that pursuant to 
section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the above- 
named applicants were advised by letters 
of the fact that their applications were 
mutually exclusive; of the necessity for 
a hearing and of all objections to their 
applications, and were given an oppor¬ 
tunity to reply; and 
It further appearing that Delta Tele¬ 
vision Corporation has requested the in¬ 
clusion of an issue as to the engineering 
proposals of the applicants which would 
permit a determination of the compara¬ 
tive coverage of the two proposals; that 
Delta Television Corporation has filed an 
engineering statement in support of such 
an issue; and that such statement consti¬ 
tutes a sufficient preliminary showing to 
warrant the addition of such an issue; 
although the inclusion of such an issue 
does not constitute a prejudgement as 
to the admissability of evidence that may 
be offered thereon, the weight to be given 
to it, or the decisional significance of any 
finding that may be made with respect to 
coverage differences; and 
It further appearing that upon due 
consideration of the above-captioned ap¬ 
plications, the amendments filed thereto 
and the replies to the above letters, the 
Commission finds that pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, a hearing is neces¬ 
sary; that Delta Television Corporation 
is legally, financially, technically ana 
otherwise qualified to construct, own ana 
operate the proposed television broaa- 
cast station; that Greenwood Broaa- 
casting Company, Inc., is legally, tech¬ 
nically and otherwise qualified to con¬ 
struct. own and operate the proposea 
television broadcast station, except as to 
issue "1” below; • 

It is ordered , That pursuant to secji® 
309 (b) of the Communications Act oi 
1934, as amended, the above-caption 
applications of Delta Television Corpo¬ 
ration and Greenwood Broadcasts 
Company, Inc., are designated for nea - 
ing in a consolidated proceeding at 
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tune and place to be specified in a sub¬ 
sequent order upon the following issues: 
* 1 To determine whether Greenwood 
Broadcasting Company, Inc., is finan¬ 
cially qualified to construct, own and op¬ 
erate the proposed television broadcast 
station. 

2. To determine on a comparative 
basis which of the operations proposed 
in the above-captioned applications 
would better serve the public interest, 
convenience and necessity in the light of 
the record made with respect to the sig¬ 
nificant differences between the appli¬ 
cants as to: 

a. The background and experience of 
each having a bearing on its ability to 
own and operate the proposed television 
broadcast station. 

b. The proposals of each with respect 
to the management and operation of the 
proposed television broadcast stations. 

c. The programming service proposed 
In each of the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions. 

d. The engineering proposals of the 
applicants, including the areas and pop¬ 
ulations within the Grade A and B con¬ 
tours of the operations proposed. 

3. To determine in the light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing 
issues, which of the applications should 
be granted. 

It is further ordered, That the issues 
in the above-entitled proceeding may be 
enlarged by the Examiner, on his motion 
or on petition properly filed by a party 
to the proceeding and upon a sufficient 
allegation of fact in support thereof, by 
the addition of the following issue: To 
determine whether the funds available 
to the applicants will give reasonable 
assurance that the proposals set forth 
in the application will be effectuated. 

is further ordered, That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, Delta Television Corporation and 
Greenwood Broadcasting Company, Inc., 
pursuant to § 1.387 of the Commission’s 
niles, in person or by attorney, shall 
within 20 days of the mailing of this Or¬ 
der file with the Commission, in tripli- 
^te, a written appearance stating an 
mention to appear on the date fixed for 
we hearing and present evidence on the 
Issues specified in this order. 

Released: June 10,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

isealI Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

lF R Doc. 57-4812: Piled. June 12 , 1957; 
8:53 a. m.J 


(Docket Nos. 12047, 12048; PCC 57 - 599 ] 

^ntier Broadcasting Co. and Westerm 
Nebraska Television, Inc. 

°*sm DESICNATIN « applications for con- 
U ° ATed hearing on stated issues 

casting ^? plicati °ns of Frontier Broad- 
DortofxT pany » Alliance, Nebraska 
12047, File No. BPCT-2194; 
rated A ,r ebraska Television, Incorpo- 
1204ft p^ hance ’ Nebraska, Docket No 
' Pile No. BPCT-2205; for construe- 
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tion permits for new television broadcast 
stations. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 6th day of 
June 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions, each requesting a construction 
permit for a new television broadcast 
station to operate on Channel 13 in Al¬ 
liance, Nebraska; and 

It appearing that the above-captioned 
applications are mutually exclusive, in 
that operation by more than one of the 
applicants would result in mutually de¬ 
structive interference; and 

It further appearing that pursuant to 
section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the above- 
named applicants were advised by let¬ 
ters of the fact that their applications 
were mutually exclusive, of the necessity 
for a hearing and of all objections to 
their applications, and were given an 
opportunity to reply; and 

It further appearing that Western 
Nebraska Television, Incorporated, pro¬ 
poses to locate its main studio just out¬ 
side the city limits of Alliance and has 
requested a waiver of § 3.613 (a) of the 
rules to so do; and that the Commission 
finds that good cause exists for a w f aiver 
thereof; and 

It further appearing, that upon due 
consideration of the above-captioned ap¬ 
plications, the amendments filed thereto 
and the replies to the above letters, the 
Commission finds that pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, a hearing is neces¬ 
sary; that Frontier Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany is legally, financially, and techni¬ 
cally qualified to construct, own and 
operate the proposed television broad¬ 
cast station, and is otherwise qualified 
except with respect to issue “1” below; 
that Western Nebraska Television, In¬ 
corporated, is legally, technically and 
otherwise qualified to construct, own and 
operate the proposed television broad¬ 
cast station except with respect to issue 
“2” below; 

It is ordered, That pursuant to section 
309 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, the above-captioned 
applications of Frontier Broadcasting 
Company and Western Nebraska Tele¬ 
vision, Incorporated, are designated for 
hearing in a consolidated proceeding at 
a time and place to be specified in a 
subsequent order, upon the following 
issues: 

1. To determine whether Western Ne¬ 
braska Television, Incorporated, is finan¬ 
cially qualified to construct, own and op¬ 
erate the proposed television broadcast 
station. 

2. To determine on a comparative 
basis which of the operations proposed 
in the above-captioned applications 
would better serve the public interest, 
convenience and necessity in the light 
of record made with respect to the sig¬ 
nificant differences between the appli¬ 
cants as to: 

a. The background and experience of 
each having a bearing on its ability to 
own and operate the proposed television 
broadcast station. 
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b. The proposals of each wdth respect 
to the management and operation of the 
proposed television broadcast station. 

c. The programming service proposed 
in each of the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions. 

3. To determine In the light of the evi¬ 
dence adduced pursuant to the foregoing 
issues, which of the applications should 
be granted. 

It is further ordered. That the issues in 
the above-entitled proceeding may be en¬ 
larged by the Examiner, on his motion or 
on petition properly filed by a party to 
the proceeding and upon a sufficient alle¬ 
gation of fact in support thereof, by the 
addition of the following issue: To de¬ 
termine whether the funds available to 
the applicants will give reasonable assur¬ 
ance that the proposals set forth in the 
application will be effectuated. 

It is further ordered. That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard. Frontier Broadcasting Company 
and Western Nebraska Television, In¬ 
corporated. pursuant to § 1.387 of the 
Commission’s rules, in person or by at¬ 
torney, shall within 20 days of the mail¬ 
ing of this Order file with the Commis¬ 
sion, in triplicate, a written appearance 
stating an intention to appear on the 
date fixed for the hearing and present 
evidence on the issues specified in this 
Order. 

Released: June 10, 1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

IP. R. Doc. 57-4813; Filed. June 12. 1957; 
8:53 a. m.J 


[Docket Nos. 12049, 12050; PCC 57-6011 

Jefferson Radio Co. and Bessemer 
Broadcasting Co., Inc: (WBCO) 

ORDER DESIGNATING APPLICATIONS FOR CON¬ 
SOLIDATED HEARING ON STATED ISSUES 

In re applications of W. D. Frink tr/as 
Jefferson Radio Company, Irondale, 
Alabama, Docket No. 12049, File No. BP- 
10672; The Bessemer Broadcasting Com¬ 
pany, Incorporated (WBCO) Bessemer, 
Alabama. Docket No. 12050, File No. BP- 
10886; for construction permits. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices 
in Washington, D. C. on the 6th day of 
June 1957; 

The Commission having under con¬ 
sideration the above-captioned applica¬ 
tions of W. D. Frink tr/as Jefferson 
Radio Company for a construction per¬ 
mit for a new standard broadcast station 
to operate on 1480 kilocycles with a 
power of 5 kilowatts, daytime only, at 
Irondale, Alabama; and The Bessemer 
Broadcasting Company, Incorporated, to 
change the facilities of Station WBCO, 
Bessemer, Alabama, from operation on 
1450 kilocycles with a power of 250 watts, 
unlimited time, to operation on 1480 kilo¬ 
cycles with a power of 5 kilowatts, day¬ 
time only; 

It appearing that Bessemer Broadcast¬ 
ing Company is legally, technically, 
financially and otherwise qualified; and 
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NOTICES 


that W. D. Frink is legally, technically 
and financially qualified; except as may 
appear from the issues specified below, 
to operate their proposed station, but 
that the operation of both stations as 
proposed would result in mutually de¬ 
structive interference; and 

It further appearing that, pursuant to 
section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the subject 
applicants were advised by letter dated 
December 6, 1956, of the aforementioned 
interference and that the Commission 
was unable to conclude that a grant of 
either application would be in the public 
interest; and 

It further appearing that The Bes¬ 
semer Broadcasting Company, Incorpo¬ 
rated, requested by letter with support¬ 
ing affidavit and exhibits attached, filed 
January 22, 1957, that, in the event a 
hearing becomes necessary, issues be 
included to determine the extent to 
which the Jefferson Radio Company has 
proceeded with ‘‘premature construction” 
of the proposed station and to determine 
whether the Jefferson Radio Company 
has misrepresented material facts by the 
representation that a building for the 
proposed station had already been ac¬ 
quired at the cost of $2,100; and 

It further appearing that W. D. Frink 
responded by letter of March 8. 1957, to 
the Commission’s request made by letter 
of February 6, 1957, for comments con¬ 
cerning The Bessemer Broadcasting 
Company’s allegations in support of the 
issues it proposes, and stated that he w T as 
not represented by counsel at the time 
of the filing of his application and was 
not aware of the provisions of section 319 
of the Communications Act of 1934, as 
amended, and that arrangements to pur¬ 
chase land and to construct a building 
were made in the best of faith without 
any intention of violating or circumvent¬ 
ing applicable law and to demonstrate 
the applicant’s sincerity of purpose to 
the Commission and that the $2,100 for 
a building already acquired represented 
a firm commitment which had been en¬ 
tered into at the time for construction 
of the building; and 

It further appearing that the Com¬ 
mission, after consideration of the above, 
is of the opinion that a hearing is 
necessary; 

It is ordered, That, pursuant to sec¬ 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the said applica¬ 
tions are designated for hearing in a 
consolidated proceeding, at a time and 
place to be specified in a subsequent 
order, upon the following issues: 

1. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which would receive primary 
service from the proposed operation of 
the Jefferson Radio Company, and the 
availability of other primary service to 
such areas and populations. 

2. To determine the areas and popu¬ 
lations which may be expected to gain 
or lose primary service from the oper¬ 
ation of Station WBCO as proposed, and 
the availability of other primary service 
to such areas and populations. 

3. To determine the nature, extent and 
time of construction which has already 
been undertaken or completed by the 
Jefferson Radio Company. 


4. To determine whether W. D. Frink 
made material misrepresentations to the 
Commission in the application of the 
Jefferson Radio Company. 

5. To determine, in light of Issues 3 
and 4, whether W. D. Frink, is qualified 
to construct and operate the proposed 
Irondale station. 

6. To determine in the light of section 
307 (b) of the Communications Act of 
1934, as amended, which of the opera¬ 
tions proposed in the above-captioned 
applications would better provide a fair, 
efficient and equitable distribution of 
radio service. 

7. To determine in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issues, which, if either, of the ap¬ 
plications should be granted. 

It is further ordered, That, to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the Jefferson Radio Company and 
the Bessemer Broadcasting Company, 
pursuant to § 1.387 of the Commission’s 
rules, in person or by attorney, shall 
within 20 days of the mailing of this 
order, file with the Commission, in trip¬ 
licate, a written appearance stating an 
intention to appear on the date fixed for 
the healing and present evidence on the 
issues specified in this order. 

Released: June 10,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission, 

[seal] * Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary . 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4814; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:53 a. m.J 


[Docket No. 12051; FCC 57-602] 

Pillar of Fire (KPOF) 

order designating application for hear¬ 
ing ON STATED ISSUES 

In re application of Pillar of Fire (a 
corporation) (KPOF), Denver, Colorado, 
Docket No. 12051, File No. BMLr-1703; 
for modification of license. 

At a session of the Federal Communi¬ 
cations Commission held at its offices in 
Washington, D. C., on the 6th day of 
June 1957; 

The Commission having under consid¬ 
eration the above-captioned application 
of the Pillar of Fire (a corporation) to 
modify the license 'of Station KPOF, 
Denver, Colorado, to increase the num¬ 
ber of specified hours during which Sta¬ 
tion KPOF is authorized to operate; 

It appearing that the applicant is le¬ 
gally, technically, financially and other¬ 
wise qualified, except as may appear from 
the issues specified below, to operate Sta¬ 
tion KPOF as proposed, but that the in¬ 
crease in the number of specified hours 
during which Station KPOF may operate 
would increase the number of hours dur¬ 
ing which Station KPOF would cause 
interference to Station KRRV, Sherman, 
Texas (910 kc, 1 kw, DA-1, U); and 

It further appearing that pursuant to 
section 309 (b) of the Communications 
Act of 1934, as amended, the subject ap¬ 
plicant was advised by letter dated May 
10, 1957 of the aforementioned inter¬ 
ference and that the Commission was 


unable to conclude that a grant of the I 
application would be in the public in. 
terest; and 

It further appearing that a timely 
reply to the Commission’s letter was filed 
by the applicant; and 

It further appearing that by letters 
dated March 14 and May 14, 1957, Sta- 
tion KRRV requested that the subject 
application be designated for hearing; 
and 

It further appearing that the Commis. 
sion, after consideration of the above, is 
of the opinion that a hearing is neces¬ 
sary; 

It is ordered , That, pursuant to sec- 
tion 309 (b) of the Communications Act 
of 1934, as amended, the said applica¬ 
tion is designated for hearing, at a time 
and place to be specified in a subsequent 
order upon the following issues: 

1. To determine whether the proposed 
operation of Station KPOF during addi- 1 
tional specified hours requested would ' 
cause additional interference to Station 
KRRV, Sherman, Texas, or any other ex¬ 
isting standard broadcast stations, and, 
if so, the nature and extent thereof, the 
areas and populations affected thereby 
and the availability of other primary 
service to such areas and populations. 

2. To determine, in the light of the 
evidence adduced pursuant to the fore¬ 
going issue, whether the above-captioned 
application should be granted. 

It is further ordered. That the Red 
River Valley Broadcasting Corporation, 
licensee of Station KRRV, is made a 
party to the proceeding. 

It is further ordered , That to avail 
themselves of the opportunity to be 
heard, the Pillar of Fire (a corporation) 
and the Red River Valley Broadcasting 
Corporation, pursuant to § 1.387 of the 
Commission’s rules, in person or by at¬ 
torney, shall within 20 days of the mail¬ 
ing of this order, file with the Commis¬ 
sion, in triplicate, a written appearance 
stating an intention to appear on the 
date fixed for the hearing and present 
evidence on the issues specified in this 
order. 

Released: June 10,1957. 

Federal Communications 
Commission. 

[seal] Mary Jane Morris, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4815; Filed. June 12. 1957; 
8:53 a. m.J 


FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION 

[Docket Nos. G-2260, G-2570] 
Colorado Interstate Gas Co. 

ORDER FIXING DATE FOE ORAL ARGUMENT 
June 7,1957. 

Colorado Interstate Gas 
(Colorado), on May 27, 1957, fik 
motion for opportunity to present o 
argument before the Commission nei • 
The decision of the presiding exam „„ n . 
w as issued on May 8, 1957, in these c 
solidated matters, which relate top 
posed increases in rates and cna ^‘ a 
and exceptions to the decision have 
filed. 
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Thursday. June 13, 1957 

In addition, on the same date Colo¬ 
rado filed a petition to reopen these pro¬ 
ceedings for the purpose of taking addi- 
1 tional evidence. Answers to the petition 
have also leen filed. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and appropriate in carrying out the pro¬ 
visions of the Natural Gas Act that the 
request for oral argument before the 
Commission be granted as hereinafter 
ordered and provided. 

The Commission orders: 
j (A) Oral argument shall be held be¬ 
fore the Commission on June 24. 1957. 
at 10:00 a. m.. e. d. s. t., in a Hearing 
Room of the Federal Power Commission. 
441 G Street NW., Washington. D. C.. 
i concerning the matters involved and the 
issues presented by the exceptions to the 
presiding examiner’s decision and by the 
petition to reopen the proceedings and 
the various answers thereto. 

iB) Those parties to this proceeding 
who intend to participate in the oral 
argument shall notify the Secretary of 
the Commission on or before June 17, 
1957, of such intention and the time 
requested for presentation of their argu¬ 
ment. 

By the Commission. 

(seal! Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary . 

(F R. Doc. 57-4782; Filed, June 12. 1957; 

8:47 a. m.] 


[Docket No. 0-5259] 

Tennessee Gas Transmission Co. 

ORDER FIXING DATE FOR ORAL ARGUMENT 

June 7, 1957. 

The presiding examiner on April 12, 
1957, filed and served on all the parties 
his decision in this proceeding as well as 
certifying the record herein to the Com¬ 
mission. 

Thereafter, exceptions to the decision 
vere filed by Tennessee Gas Transmis¬ 
sion Company, counsel for the staff of 
the Commission, and, jointly, by fifty- 
four intervenors (referred to in the de¬ 
cision as ‘'jointintervenors”). The joint 
intervenors included in their exceptions 
a request for oral argument before the 
Commission, asserting that “[TJhis is 
? case that has very complex issues of 
tact and law” and that their “position 
can only adequately be presented to the 
Commission through oral argument.” 

it appears reasonable and appropriate 
^ the public interest that oral argument 
had in this proceeding concerning the 
involved and the issues pre- 
n a n j k y the exceptions of the above- 
Parties to the decision of the 
Priding examiner. 

The Commission orders: 
rnm 0ral ar £ument be had before the 
commission on June 27, 1957, at 10:00 
• e * s -1., in a hearing room of the 
Nw nr Power Commission. 441 G Street 
L;; Washington, D. C., concerning the 
anc * tlie issues pre- 
cisinn said exceptions to the de- 
rn n °rl the Presiding examiner. 

* 056 Parties to this proceeding 
intend to participate in the oral 


argument shall notify the Secretary of 
the Commission on or before June 18, 
1957, of such intention and of the time 
requested for presentation of such 
argument. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

[F. R. Doc. 57-4783; Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:47 a. m.] 


(Docket No. 0-12706] 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corp. 

ORDER SUSPENDING PROPOSED REVISED TARIFF 

SHEETS and providing for hearing 
June 7, 1957. 

Texas Eastern Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion (Texas Eastern) on May 10, 1957, 
tendered for filing First Revised Sheets 
Nos. 6, 7. 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 14, 15, 16, 17, 19, 
21, 22. 23, 25, 26, 28, 30, 31. 32, 33, 35, 37, 
38, 39. 41. 44, 46. 47, 48, 49, 51, 53. 54, 55, 
57, 60. 64, 65B, 65C; Second Revised 
Sheets Nos. 13, 18, 20, 27, 40, 43, 56, 59; 
Third Revised Sheets Nos. 24, and 63; 
and Fifth Revised Sheet No. 61, all to 
its FPC Gas Tariff, Second Revised Vol¬ 
ume No. 1; and First Revised Sheets Nos. 
232 and 235 to its FPC Gas Tariff, Origi¬ 
nal Volume No. 2, w’hich filing proposes 
an annual increase in its rates and 
charges for jurisdictional sales of ap¬ 
proximately $11,258,054 or approximately 
6.4 percent, based on sales volumes for 
the year ended February 28, 1957. 

Texas Eastern requests that the pro¬ 
posed changes in tariff be permitted to 
become effective on June 10, 1957. It 
recites in support thereof that the in¬ 
creased rates and charges are necessary 
to provide for increases in costs of pur¬ 
chased gas and costs of operation, and 
increased costs of financing proposed 
system expansion programs. 

The proposed rates and charges are 
based upon plant in service as of Feb¬ 
ruary 28. 1957, as adjusted; 6% percent 
rate of return on rate base and certain 
modifications in heretofore established 
rate zones. In the design of the rates, 
Texas Eastern has proposed that the 
commodity charges in the demand-com¬ 
modity form of rate be retained sub¬ 
stantially at the level of the existing rates 
and the demand component of the rates 
be increased to reflect the asserted in¬ 
creased cost of service. The claimed in¬ 
creases in operating expenses, particu¬ 
larly purchased gas costs, are question¬ 
able. 

Texas Eastern by letter filed May 28, 
1957 requests that any suspension of the 
proposed change in rate be “materially 
shortened” stating that a delay in filing 
resulted from negotiations with certain 
producers of gas to eliminate or postpone 
a price redetermination. Such price re- 
determination. it is stated by Texas 
Eastern, would have resulted in an addi¬ 
tional rate increase of $5,000,000. 

Upon consideration of the foregoing, 
the data and statements submitted in 
support of the proposed tariff changes, 


and the company’s annual reports to the 
Commission, it appears that the in¬ 
creased rates proposed by Texas Eastern 
in its tendered filing have not been shown 
to be justified and may be unjust, unrea¬ 
sonable, or otherwise unlawful. 

The Commission finds: It is necessary 
and proper in the public interest, and to 
aid in the enforcement of provisions of 
the Natural Gas Act, that the Commis¬ 
sion enter upon a hearing concerning the 
lawfulness of the rates, charges, classi¬ 
fications and services contained in Texas 
Eastern’s FPC Gas Tariff. Second Re¬ 
vised Volume No. 1, as proposed to be 
amended by First Revised Sheets Nos. 6. 
7. 8, 9, 10. 11, 12. 14, 15, 16. 17, 19. 21. 
22, 23, 25, 26. 28, 30, 31. 32, 33. 35, 37, 38. 
39, 41. 44, 46. 47. 48. 49. 51. 53, 54, 55. 57. 
60, 64, 65B, 65C; Second Revised Sheets 
Nos. 13,18, 20,27, 40, 43. 56, 59; Third Re¬ 
vised Sheets Nos. 24, 63 and Fifth Revised 
Sheet No. 61; and the rates, charges 
classifications and services contained in 
its FPC Gas Tariff, Original Volume No. 
2 as proposed to be amended by First 
Revised Sheets Nos. 232 and 235 and that 
these foregoing designated revised tariff 
sheets and the rates contained therein 
be suspended for five months and the use 
thereof be deferred pending hearing and 
decision thereon, except as they may be¬ 
come effective as provided by the Natural 
Gas Act. 

The Commission orders: 

(A) Pursuant to the authority con¬ 
tained in and subject to the jurisdiction 
conferred upon the Commission by Sec¬ 
tions 4 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act. a 
public hearing be held, at a time and 
place to be fixed by notice from the 
Secretary of this Commission, concern¬ 
ing the lawfulness of the rates, charges, 
classifications, and services, contained in 
Texas Eastern Transmission Corpora¬ 
tion’s FPC Gas Tariff, Second Revised 
Volume No. 1 and Original Volume No. 2, 
as proposed to be amended by the fore¬ 
going tendered revised sheets. 

<B> Pending such hearing and de¬ 
cision thereon, Texas Eastern Trans¬ 
mission Corporation’s proposed First 
Revised Sheets Nos. 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 
14, 15, 16. 17, 19, 21, 22. 23. 25. 26. 28, 
30, 31. 32, 33. 35. 37, 38, 39, 41, 44, 46, 
47. 48. 49, 51, 53, 54. 55. 57. 60, 64. 65B, 
65C; Second Revised Sheets Nos. 13, 18, 
20, 27, 40, 43, 56. 59; Third Revised 
Sheets Nos. 24 and 63 and Fifth Revised 
Sheet No. 61 to its FPC Gas Tariff, Second 
Revised Volume No. 1; and First Revised 
Sheets Nos. 232 and 235 to its FPC Gas 
Tariff, Original Volume No. 2 are hereby 
suspended and the use thereof deferred 
until November 10, 1957, and until such 
further time as the foregoing revised 
sheets may be made effective in the man¬ 
ner prescribed by the Natural Gas Act. 

(C) Interested State Commissions may 
participate as provided by §§1.8 and 
1.37 (f) (18 CFR 1.8 and 1.37 (f)) of the 
Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(F. R. Doc. 57-4784; Filed, June 12, 1957; 

8:47 a. m.J 
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(Docket No. G-7486] 

Pan American Petroleum Corp. 

NOTICE OF POSTPONEMENT OF HEARING 

June 7, 1957. 

Upon consideration of the request filed 
June 5, 1957, by Counsel for Pan Ameri¬ 
can Petroleum Corporation for post¬ 
ponement of the hearing now scheduled 
for June 12,1957, in the above-designated 
matter; 

The hearing now scheduled for June 
12, 1957, is postponed to a date to be 
hereafter fixed by further notice. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary . 

(P. R. Doc. 57-4785: Filed, June 12. 1957; 

8:47 a. m.J 


(Docket No. G-124741 
Southern Natural Gas Co. 

NOTICE OF APPLICATION AND DATE OF 
HEARING 

June 7, 1957. 

Take notice that on April 25, 1957, 
Southern Natural Gas Company (Appli¬ 
cant) filed an application for certificate 
of public convenience and necessity to 
construct and operate a line tap and 
meter station on its north line near the 
east bank of the Mississippi River in 
Issaquena County, Mississippi, through 
which Applicant will sell and deliver 
natural gas directly on an interruptible 
basis to Edwards Delta Farms, Inc. 
(Edwards), all as more fully set forth 
in its application which is on file with 
the Commission and open to public 
inspection. 

Applicant states that the estimated 
cost of the proposed tap and meter sta¬ 
tion is $1,500 which will be defrayed from 
cash on hand. The estimated fuel re¬ 
quirements of Edwards are 192 Mcf on a 
maximum day and 16,200 Mcf per year. 

This matter should be heard and dis¬ 
posed of as promptly as possible under 
the applicable rules and regulations, and 
to that end: 

Take further notice that, pursuant to 
the authority contained in and subject 
to the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
Federal Power Commission by sections 
7 and 15 of the Natural Gas Act, and 
the Commission’s rules of practice and 
procedure, a hearing will be held on July 
10, 1957, at 9:30 a. m., e. d. s. t., in a 
hearing room of the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, 441 G Street, NW., Washington, 
D. C. concerning the matters involved 
in and the issues presented by such ap¬ 
plication: Provided , however , That the 
Commission may, after a non-contested 
hearing, dispose of the proceedings pur¬ 
suant to the provisions of § 1.30 (c) (1) 
of the Commission’s rules of practice 
and procedure. 

Protests or petitions to intervene may 
be filed with the Federal Power Com¬ 
mission, Washington 25, D. C., in accord¬ 
ance with the rules of practice and pro¬ 
cedure (18 CFR 1.8 or 1.10) on or before 
June 28, 1957. Failure of any party to 


appear at and participate in the hearing 
shall be construed as waiver of and con¬ 
currence in omission herein of the in¬ 
termediate decision procedure in cases 
where a request therefor is made. Under 
the procedure herein provided for, unless 
otherwise advised, it will be unnecessary 


for Applicant to appear or be repre. 
sented at the hearing. 

[seal] Joseph H. Gutride, 

Secretary. 

(P. R. Doc. 57-4795; Piled, June 12, 1957 ; 
8:49 a. m.] 


GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION 

Report of Purchases Under Domestic Purchase Regulations 


April 30, 1957. 

Report of Purchases under Domestic Purchase Regulation (operating on dele¬ 
gation of authority by Department of Interior under Public Law 733). 


Material 

Termina¬ 
tion dale 

of 

program 

Unit of measure 

Total 

limitation 

Interim 

limitation 

Quantity pur. 
chases 

During 

April 

InwntJon 
to Apr. 
30,1957 

Asbestos. 

12-31-58 

Short tons, Crude No. 1 and No. 2.. 

2,000 

m 

0 

C% 



Short tons, Crude No. 3.. 

2,000 

469 

0 

311 

Columbium-Tantulum. 

12-31-58 

rounds, contained combined pent* 

250,000 

57,559 

0 


Fluorspar__..... 

12-31-58 

oxide. 

Short tons, add grade.. 

250.000 

58,047 

5,398 

KW 

Tungsten. 

12-31-58 

Short ton units, tungsten irloxide.- 

1,250,000 

293,584 

0 

2S3.463 


1 Short dry ton. 


Dated: June 4,1957. 


Franklin G. Floete, 
Administrator. 


(F. R. Doc. 57-4796; Piled, June 12. 1957; 8:49 a. m.] 


HOUSING AND HOME 
FINANCE AGENCY 

Public Housing Administration 

Description of Agency and Programs 

miscellaneous amendments 

Section I, Description of Agency arid 
Programs, is amended as follows: 

Effective July 1, 1957, paragraph F is 
amended by deleting from the list of offi¬ 
cials designated therein under the Wash¬ 
ington Regional Office -*‘1. Paul R. 
Boesch, Regional Attorney” and ”2. 
Archie P. Burgess, Assistant Director for 
Development” and by inserting in place 
thereof T. Archie P. Burgess, Assistant 
Director for Development” and “2. K. C. 
Cavanaugh, Assistant Director for Man¬ 
agement.” 

Date approved: June 6,1957. 

[seal] Charles E. Slusser, 

Commissioner . 

IP. R. Doc. 57-4786: Filed, June 12, 1957; 
8:48 a. m.J 


SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

(Pile No. 24D-1874] 

Dix Uranium Corp. 

ORDER PERMANENTLY SUSPENDING 
EXEMPTION 

June 5, 1957. 

Dix Uranium Corporation having filed 
with the Commission on August 10, 1955, 


a notification on Form 1-A, for the pur¬ 
pose of obtaining an exemption from the 
registration provisions of the Securities 
Act of 1933, pursuant to section 3 <b) 
thereof and Regulation A thereunder, 
with respect to an offering of 6,000,090 
shares of common stock at $0.05 a share: 

The Commission having by order dated 
June 25, 1956, pursuant to Rule 223 (a) 
of Regulation A, temporarily suspended 
the aforesaid exemption; 

Dix Uranium Corporation having re¬ 
quested withdrawal of its notification: 

The Commission having ordered a 
hearing on the question whether the 
suspension should be vacated or made 
permanent; 

A hearing having been held after ap¬ 
propriate notice, the hearing examiner 
having filed a recommended decision, &iu 
exceptions thereto and a brief having 
been filed; , 

The Commission having this day issued 
Its Findings and Opinion; on the basis 
of said Findings and Opinion 

It is ordered, That the request of Di* 
Uranium Corporation for withdrawal \ol 
its notification be. and it hereby is, de* 
nied, and that, pursuant to Rule 223 (a 
of Regulation A under the Securities Ac 
of 1933, the exemption from registrauo 
with respect to the public offering > 
Dix Uranium Corporation of its comm® 
stock be, and it hereby is, permanen y 
suspended. 

By the Commission. 

[SEAL] ORVAL L. DUBOIS. 

Secretary . 

[P. R. Doc. 57-4788; Filed, June 12, l957, 

8.48 a. m.J 
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(File No. 24FW-808] 

American General Oil & Gas Co. 

ORDER TEMPORARILY SUSPENDING EXEMP¬ 
TION. STATEMENT OF REASONS THEREFOR. 

AND NOTICE OF OPPORTUNITY FOR HEARING 

June 6. 1957. 

I. American General Oil & Gas Co. 
("American General"), a Delaware cor¬ 
poration. 605 M & M Building. Houston, 
Texas, filed with the Commission on 
January 26, 1954, a notification on Form 
1-A relating to an offering of 1,000,000 
shares of its common stock, not for cash, 
but for oil, gas and mineral leases having 
an alleged value not to exceed $100,- 
000.00, for the purpose of obtaining an 
exemption from the registration require¬ 
ments of the Securities Act of 1933, as 
amended, pursuant to the provisions of 
section 3 (b) thereof and Regulation A 
promulgated thereunder; and 

II. The Commission has reasonable 
cause to believe that: 

A. The terms and conditions of Regu¬ 
lation A have not been complied with, in 

that: 

1. An offering circular was not filed as 
required by Rule 219; and 

2. American General has failed to file 
reports on Form 2-A as required by Rule 

224; 

B. The notification contains an un¬ 
true statement of a material fact in 
response to Item 5 in that it falsely rep¬ 
resents that Joe L. Gross took an im¬ 
portant part in the organization of 
American General and in the acquisition 
of its assets and may be considered a 
“promoter”; and 

C. American General and Robert C. 
Jones, president and director of Ameri¬ 
can General, on or about April 29, 1955, 
were enjoined by the Superior Court of 
New Jersey from engaging in and con¬ 
tinuing certain conduct and practices in 
connection with the sale of securities; 

III. It is therefore ordered. Pursuant 
to Rule 223 (a) of the general rules and 
regulations under the Securities Act of 
1933, as amended, that the exemption 
under Regulation A be, and it hereby is, 
temporarily suspended. 

Notice is hereby given that any person 
^ving any interest in the matter may 
file with the Secretary of the Commission 
a written request for a hearing; that, 
within 20 days after receipt of such re¬ 
vest, the Commission will, or at any 
ttfne upon its own motion may, set the 
jitter down for hearing at a place to 
^designated by the Commission for the 
Purpose of determining whether this 
order of suspension should be vacated 
made permanent, without prejudice, 

°wever, to the consideration and pre- 
l n ation °fi additional matters at the 
nio^’ an<d ***at n °tt ce °* the time and 
ce of said hearing will be promptly 
by the Commission. 

By the Commission. 

orval L. DuBois. 

Secretary . 

R - Doc. 57-4790: Piled, June 12, 1957; 

8:48 a. m.J 


l Pile No. 70-3598) 

Columbia Gas System, Inc. 

PROPOSED BANK BORROWINGS 

June 6, 1957. 

Notice Is hereby given that The Co¬ 
lumbia Gas System, Inc. ("Columbia"), 
a registered holding company, has filed a 
declaration pursuant to the Public Utility 
Holding Company Act of 1935 ("act") 
designating sections 6 and 7 thereof as 
applicable to the proposed transactions, 
which are summarized as follows: 

Under agreements with a group of 
eighteen commercial banks Columbia 
proposes to borrow an aggregate amount 
not in excess of $45,000,000 to be ad¬ 
vanced to five subsidiary companies to 
enable them to finance the purchase of 
inventory gas for storage during the off- 
peak season. Such advances will be re¬ 
paid to Columbia as the gas is withdrawn 
from storage and sold during the winter 
heating season, and Columbia, in turn, 
will repay the proposed bank borrowings. 
The borrowings will be made in three 
aggregate amounts of $15,000,000 each 
and will be evidenced by unsecured 
promissory notes bearing interest at 4% 
per annum, the prime rate for commer¬ 
cial loans on May 1, 1957, the date on 
which the agreements were negotiated. 
The loans will be made and will mature 
as follows: $15,000,000 to be borrowed 
on or before July 16, 1957, and to mature 
on February 26, 1958; $15,000,000 to be 
borrowed on or before August 15, 1957, 
and to mature on March 27, 1958; and 
$15,000,000 to be borrowed on or before 
September 16, 1957, and to mature on 
April 29, 1958. The notes may be pre¬ 
paid. in whole or in part in order of ma¬ 
turity, without penalty upon 10 days 
notice; except that prepayments cannot 
be made with funds borrowed from banks 
at a lower interest rate. The names of 
the lending banks with their aggregate 
respective participations are set forth 
below and each borrowing will be ap¬ 
portioned among all banks in accordance 
with the participation of each in the 
aggregate amount proposed to be bor¬ 
rowed by Columbia. 


Bank Amount 

Guaranty Trust Company of 

New York_$15,050,000 

Chemical Corn Exchange Bank. 4, 950, OOO 

Mellon National Bank and 

Trust Co__ 4. 950, 000 

Bankers Trust Co_ 2. 700, 000 

The First National City Bank of 

New York__ 3, 900, OOO 

Irving Trust Company_ 2, 550, OOO 

The Hanover Bank_ 2,550,000 

J. P. Morgan & Co.. Inc__ 1, 650, OOO 

Manufacturers Trust Company, 1, 650, 000 
Peoples First National Bank & 

Trust Co_ 990,000 

Brown Brothers. Harrlman Sc 

Company- 900. 000 

Fidelity Trust Company_ 990, 000 

The Ohio National Bank of 

Columbus_ 450, 000 

The Union National Bank_ 600,000 

The Charleston National Bank, 450,000 

The Kanawha Valley Bank_ 400,000 

The First Huntington National 

Bank.. 180. 000 

First City National Bank of 

Binghamton___ 90,000 


45,000, 000 


Certain of the subsidiaries of Colum¬ 
bia have been authorized to borrow up 
to $42,000,000 in the aggregate from 
Columbia for the purchase of storage 
gas (Holding Company Act Release No. 
13471, issued May 8, 1957). It is now 
estimated, however, that the storage re¬ 
quirements will require $45,000,000. As 
the storage program for the year de¬ 
velops, and prior to the borrowing by 
Columbia of amounts in excess of $42,- 
000,000, authorization will be requested 
for an increase in the borrowing by the 
subsidiaries for storage gas for the ad¬ 
ditional $3,000,000. 

Columbia estimates the total expenses 
in connection with the proposed bor¬ 
rowings will not exceed $400. It is 
stated that no State Commission or 
Federal Commission, other than this 
Commission, has jurisdiction over the 
proposed transactions. 

Notice is further given that any in¬ 
terested person may, not later than 
June 21, 1957, at 5:30 p. m., request the 
Commission in writing that a hearing 
be held on such matter, statiftg the 
nature of his request, the reasons for 
such request and the issues of fact or 
law, if any, raised by the said declara¬ 
tion which he desires to controvert, or 
may request that he be notified if the 
Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such request should be 
addressed: Secretary, Securities and 
Exchange Commission, Washington 25, 
D- C. At any time after that date, said 
declaration, as filed or as amended, may 
be permitted to become effective as pro¬ 
vided in Rule U-23 of the rules and regu¬ 
lations promulgated under the act, or 
the Commission may grant exemption 
from its rules as provided in Rules U-20 
(a) and U-100 or take such other action 
as it deems appropriate. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary . 

(F. R. Doc. 57-4789: Filed. June 12, 1957; 

8:48 a. m.J 


[File No. 70-3599J 

Jersey Central Power & Light Co. 

FILING OF APPLICATION REGARDING ISSUANCE 
AND SALE OF NEW BONDS 

June 6. 1957. 

Notice Is hereby given that Jersey Cen¬ 
tral Power & Light Company ("Jersey 
Central"), a public utility subsidiary of 
General Public Utilities Corporation 
("GPU”), a registered holding company, 
has filed an application with this Com¬ 
mission pursuant to the provisions of the 
Public Utility Holding Company Act of 
1935 ("act") and the rules and regula¬ 
tions promulgated thereunder. Jersey 
Central has designated section 6 (b) of 
the act and Rule U-50 as applicable to 
the proposed transactions. 

All interested persons are referred to 
the application on file in the offices of 
the Commission for a statement of the 
transactions therein proposed, which are 
summarized as follows: 

Jersey Central proposes to Issue and 
sell, pursuant to the competitive bidding 
requirements of Rule U-50, $15,000,000 
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NOTICES 


principal amount of additional first 
mortgage bonds (“New Bonds”) f — per¬ 
cent Series, to be dated July 1. 1957, and 
to mature July 1, 1987. The New Bonds 
will be Issued under the indenture, dated 
March 1, 1946, between Jersey Central 
and City Bank Farmers Trust Company, 
as Trustee, as heretofore supplemented 
and amended, and as to be further sup¬ 
plemented and amended by a further 
supplemental indenture to be dated July 
1, 1957. The interest rate on the new 
bonds (which shall be a multiple of & of 
1 percent) and the price, exclusive of 
accrued interest, to be paid Jersey Cen¬ 
tral for the New Bonds, which price shall 
not be less than 100 percent and no more 
than 102.75 percent of the principal 
amount thereof, will be determined by 
the competitive bidding. 

The proceeds from the sale of the New 
Bonds will be applied to 1957 construc¬ 
tion expenditures which are contem¬ 
plated will amount to approximately 


$22,500,000 and to repay short-term bor¬ 
rowings effected in 1957, the proceeds of 
which will be used for 1957 construction 

purposes. 

The application states that no State 
commission, other than the Board of 
Public Utility Commissioners of the 
State of New Jersey, and no Federal 
commission, other than this Commission, 
has jurisdiction over the proposed trans¬ 
action. Jersey Central anticipates that 
the issuance and sale of the New Bonds 
will be expressly authorized by the Board 
of Public Utility Commissioners of the 
State of New Jersey. 

It is estimated that Jersey Central’s 
expenses in connection with the above 
transactions will not exceed in the aggre¬ 
gate $77,000 including $12,000 for legal 
fees and $4,000 for accounting fees. 

Notice is further given than any inter¬ 
ested person may, not later than June 21, 
1957 at 5:30 p. m., request the Commis¬ 
sion in writing that a hearing be held on 


such matter stating the nature of his 
interest, the reasons for such request, 
and the issues of fact or law raised by 
said filing which he desires to controvert, 
or he may request that he be notified if 
the Commission should order a hearing 
thereon. Any such request should be 
addressed: Secretary, Securities and Ex¬ 
change Commission, Washington 25, 
D. C. At any time after said date, the 
application, as filed or as it may here¬ 
after be amended, may be granted as 
provided in Rule U-23 of the rules and 
regulations promulgated under the act 
or the Commission may grant exemption 
from its rules as provided in Rules U-20 
(a) and U-100 or take such other action 
as it may deem appropriate. 

By the Commission. 

[seal] Orval L. DuBois, 

Secretary. 

IF. R. Doc. 57-4791; Filed, June 12, 1957; 

8:49 a. m.J 





